. ‘hig 
NOV 14 [910 


——— TRAFFIC BULLETIN = 


Entered as second-class matter, February 5, 1910, at the Postoffice at Chicago, Ill., under the Act of March 3. 1879. 


Vol. VI, No. 20 Wo'%Gs CHICAGO, ILL., NOVEMBER 12,1910 _— Price, $10.00 Per Year 


TABLE OF CONTENTS 


GENERAL RELIEF UNDER FOURTH SECTION GONE 


New long and short haul clause of the commerce act requires 
that the exceptions to its provisions shall be specific instead 
of general; intent of revitalized measure is to remove all 
discriminations that are not potential 


DECISIONS OF THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Morgan, A. P., Grain Co. et al. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. 
(1671); Railroad Commission of Alabama vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al. (1683); Railroad Commission of Georgia vs. 
Atlantic Coast Line et al. (1727); complaints dismissed 
Green, Fred. W., Receiver for Ionia Wagon Co., vs. Alabama 
Great Southern et al. (3199); reparation awarded 


WORKING ON MODEL SWITCHING AGREEMENT 


Chicago railroads and shippers are trying to end two-year-old 
controversy over switching rates by compromise plan which 
eliminates charges on in-andout-bound business to and from 
Chicago district; smal] minority opposes adoption of agree- 


COMMISSION CALLS ON ROADS FOR INFORMATION 


Issues order requiring detailed statistics for use in general rate 
advance cases; asks for minute details on stock and bond 
transactions; requires statements on depreciation and re- 
BOWEL GUATHOD 2c cccccceccces arktees PP ee ee ae ren he eae 


COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE COMMISSION 
Digest of petitions lodged with the Interstate Commerce Board 
during the past few days 


KNOTTY TRAFFIC QUESTIONS ASKED AND ANSWERED 


Legal department of The Traffic Service Bureau replies to queries 
concerning problems of interstate transportation submitted 
by subscribers ........ Cv eee riaees Sek eekby-ebeewsenses 


CONTENTS OF PART TWO—TARIFF SECTION 


Tariffs filed during the week, Docket of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and Informal Reparation Orders. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 


CHICAGO, 126 Market Street. WASHINGTON, 603-5 Westory Bidg. 
Telephone. Main 370. Telephone, Main 8840. 


in Two Parts—Part One. 






























(é 


Novembe! 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


DIRECTORY OF ATTORNEYS ~ §T. LOUIS, MO. 


AND COUNSELORS AT H. R. SMALL, 1605-14 Pierce bldg.; practices 
LAW before the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
PRACTICING BEFORE THE INTERSTATE “ASHINGTON, D. C. — 
COMMERCE COMMISSION. THOMPSON & VAN SANT, District National 4 weekly 
CHICAGO, ILL. Bank bldg. ine: 
CHARLES CONRADIS, 126 Market St.; prac- CHARLES CONRADIS, 603-604-605 Westory 
tice before the Intertsate Commerce Com- bldg.; practice before the Interstate Com 
mission. merce Commission and all Courts. 
JOHN B. DAISH, 1410 Security Trust bldg-; = CHAS. D. DRAYTON (formerly Attorney for G 


Interstate Commerce cases only. the Interstate Commerce Commission), Colo 
WALTER E. McCORNACK, Suite 950, 115 rado building. 


Adams St.; Counsellor at Law; For three 511 B. DAISH, 602-606 Hibbs bidg.; Inter- [one year 





years, attorney, and special examiner for In- 


terstate Commerce Commission. state Commerce cases only. yop 
CINCINNATI, OHIO. LECKIE, FULTON & COX, Attorneys and Single cof 
LITTLEFORD, JAMES, FROST & FOSTER, Counselors at-Law, 612-616 Colorado bidg.; coivamen 
First National Bank bldg.; practice before practice before the Interstate Commerce s te Me 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. Commission. TRAFFIC 
LOUISVILLE, KY. outside bé 








ARTHUR E. HOPKINS, 713-14-15-16-17 Paul 


Jones bldg.; practice before the Interstate ACCOUNTANTS AND ENGINEERS ow 





Commerce Commission and all Courts. the Chica 
NEW YORK. NEW YORK. 
RICHARD J. DONOVAN, 170 Broadway; M. W. THOMPSON, 111 Broadway; Account- 
Counselor at Law; Preparation of cases and ane, Engineer, Lawyer; Specialty: railroad THE 
trials of cases before the Interstate Commerce legal accounting in I. C. C. and Court cases This inch 
Commission a specialty; Experts on railroad involving rates, cost of service, value of » Ae -- 
tariffs furnished; Correspondence invited. physical properties and franchises, etc. road < 



























Tell us w 
Chicago | 
Washingt 
C—O. 
* - Seems 

Have You An Acquaintance 
Among Railroad and Industrial Traffic Men we 
At t 
If so, you will find our proposition to solicitors to The _ 7 
Traffic Service Bureau and The Traffic World and eet 
Traffic Bulletin worth your consideration. We can and is 
make either your whole or spare time pay. retards 
The character of The Traffic World and Traffic Bulletin Service 
is such as to take the work out of the realm of ordinary ation 
subscription solicitation. You will have something to clearly 
offer that will win and hold attention. the mz 
Let us tell you more about it. pressio 
Address Pits 
the pc 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU jjf = 
Service 
Circulation Department, 126 Market Street, Chicago, III. means 
unnece 


0 (22s O 







ctices 
ission. 


tional 


estory 
Com- 


ey for 
Colo 


Inter- 


rs and 
bidg.; 
nmerce 


,ERS8 


ccount- 
railroad 
t cases 
alue ol 


a 


li. 





November 12, 1910 


(2 97 


NAFFICWORL 


A weekly publication designed to fulfill the needs of shippers, 
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Editorial 

At the recent meeting of the National Indus- 
trial Traffic League in Chicago, the report of 
the committee on tracing freight was adopted, 
and is a long step toward an abuse that really 
retards effective efforts to secure a first-class 
service. So positive has been in the recommend- 
ation of the League regarding reforms, and so 
clearly has the lack of necessity for tracing in 
the majority of cases been shown, that the im- 
pression on those who read it must be immediate. 
It is stated that fifty thousand circulars covering 
the position of the League committee will be 
mailed to important shippers. In seeking better 


Service shippers ought not to add to delays by 


Means that in the long run are in the aggregate 
unnecessary. 


« © «© « « 126 Market St. 
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THE RESIDENT AGENT. 


The amendment to the Interstate Commerce 
Law, making provision for a resident agent in 
Washington, is in some quarters taken to except 
those companies, rail lines, telephone and tele- 
graph companies, whose property lies wholly 
within the borders of a state, but generally speak- 
ing, this interpretation is in error. 

If in all instances, as is most likely, business 
handled by these companies goes out of the state 
within which are their property limits, or comes 
into such state from beyond its borders and they 
participate in earnings, they are a party to inter- 
state commerce, and it matters not whether the 
rate is a through rate or the sums of locals. 

It is further the duty of such lines to observe 
the other regulations of the Interstate Commerce 
law relating to filing of tariffs and making of 
reports to the Commission. Industrial lines tak- 
ing any part of the earnings on interstate traffic 
either by percentage arrangements or arbitrary 
allowartces are amenable to the law. This covers 
also telegraph, telephone and express companies. 


THE POLITICAL CHAMELEON. 


Below we quote President Schruman of Cornel? 
University, as reported in the Washington Post: 

“T regard Mr. Roosevelt’s New Nationalism as 
the most revolutionary and dangerous program 
any political leader has laid before the American 
people since the close of the Civil war. 

“The new nationalism spells Czesarism in gov- 
ernment and bankrupcy in business, and all that 
without adding a cent to the income of the wage- 
earner or any other citizen except the politician 
and his army of new government officers.” 


We have heard a story of a southern negro 
woman who had a chameleon. It disappeared and 
the neighbors were asking about it. She ex- 
plained that it had killed itself. She had, she 
said, put it on a green cloth and it turned green, 
then on a blue cloth and it turned blue, then on 2 
red cloth and it turned red; finally, she said, she 
put it on some “plaid cloth and the pore lil thing 
jes busted itsef tryin to make good.” 

We are not intimating any direct application of 
this story, we simply thought of it at this time. 


MR. HILL AND CONSERVATION. 

At the Conservation Congress in St. Paul in 
September, Mr. James J. Hill spoke of the move- 
ments that affect a nation’s life as having three 
stages. The first is the abstract idea understood 
by few. Next comes a period of agitation and 
earnest discussion. Third, after winning its way 
to a sure place in national life comes the era of 
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adaption. He states that we are in the latter 
stage in conservation of our resources. 

We have heretofore stated our impressions of 
Mr. Hill as a public economist and that we felt 
his influence in the country’s progress to be a 
most important and essential element in giving 
it right direction. Our belief is that Mr. Hill 
will pass into history not only as a great rail- 
road man, but as a great teacher, and as years 
go by we express the opinion that the latter phase 
of his usefulness will be regarded as his highest 
attainment. , 

The thought comes to us that this same theory 
in reference to conservation may have relation to 
transportation, and perhaps industry; that the 
same lack of experience may have resulted in 
mistaken conclusions and methods concerning 
their management and development, and _ that, 
after a period of discussion, we are now endeavor- 
ing to reach some practical adaptation of an un- 
derlying principle of fairness. We are not claim- 
ing to have reached this application in any per- 
fect or permanent way, but we assume that honest 
intentions will submit to changes and repeals in 
those’ things essentially hurtful. 


RAILWAY CIVIL ENGINEERS. 


The branch of railway service engaged in con- 
struction and improvement was, until a year or 
two past, disposed to publicly discuss its plans 
for better conditions and report quite fully its 
proceedings at conventions. There seems to be 
less of a tendency of this sort more recently, and 
it probably results from a disposition to make 
political capital out of the publicity heretofore 
given to the deliberations. 

It must be taken into account that the im- 
provements and changes that professional atten- 
tion has been trying to obtain involve enormous 
expense and that, in this connection, there is an 
effort to arrive at a uniform standard in applica- 
tion. Anything so comprehensive as many emi- 
nent authorities are considering cannot be adopted 
hurriedly for an investigation and test of devices 
that may be suitable calls for thoroughly scien- 
tific conclusions, relating to their value. Many 
inventors are petitioners for preference for their 
devices and the majority possibly are impractical. 
It takes money and time even to know this by a 
test. Many of the inventions substantially prac- 
tical in certain instances are not equal to other 
emergencies and require changes. 

In the midst of the weighty deliberations that 
are necessary, the politician steps in with a 
panacea covering the requirements and in a bill 


Vol. VI, No. 20 








to Congress presents a panacea, not so much for 
the public welfare, as to provide a platform for 
political safety. His platform is usually so com- 
prehensive that to raise the money is impossible, 
and the changes required physically impossible 
within the time named, even if the money could 
be obtained, 

This may explain why the civil engineering de- 
partment works silently. 


THE MORGAN POWER. 


No observer of development today in the 
realm of organization of new enterprises, re- 
habilitating old ones and the financing of all of 
them can fail to realize the ability of J. Pierpont 
Morgan as the most wonderful that we have ever 
known. Whether he has been the originator of 
the many plans that have taken corporate form 
under his supervision, he has in the end proven 
the controlling and dominant factor, forcing the 
conclusion that their success has been dependent 
upon his approval. 

It is a trite compliment to say that his record 
is constructive, for that is well known. There are 
few if any properties not the better for his intro- 
duction in so far as their expansion is concerned. 
Constructively, and as a financier, Mr. Morgan 
has built up the most remarkable monuments 
commercially that have ever been reared. It 
may be true, and all disciples of his school will 
claim it as a fact, that what is considered as 
wise by this eminent student of economy, is un- 
doubtedly best for the public welfare. It is 
possible, no doubt, that underneath his phenom- 
enal capacity, there is as much interest in the 
public weal as will warrant confidence in the 
proper use of the great influence he has achieved. 

We are no foe to the rich man, for without 
his employment the poor man cannot live, nor 
are we socialistic, having no inclination to ques- 
tion the right of property honestly acquired, but 
let us see even thus, whether the trend of such 
enormous accumulations is without significance 
as to possibilities. The effect is to place, by the 
control of money, the direction of nearly all large 
corporate business of the more important kinds 
in a central authority. Quite naturally the policy 
must be suitable to him. If it happens that both 
production and its servant, transportation, have 
their financing in the same control, as the two 
are more or less in conflict as to their desires 
and beliefs concerning requirements, there is at 
once a very serious danger of results not impat- 
tial. 

Again, if it may be possible that a large pro 
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portion of the money of this country when cen- 
tered in New York is also centered with those 
institutions that are in policy dominated by the 
same control, there is small chance, if any, for 
lesser concerns or individuals to find opportunity 
for expansion, other than along the lines of this 
central power. The tendency to submit to such 
domination by those whose holdings of securities 
are’ making satisfactory returns increases and 
the centralization is more and more entrenched. 

We are not saying that great sagacity ought 
not to have wide influence and commensurate re- 
turns, but what must be the ultimatum is worth 
a thought, when influence by means of money 
control, places nearly everyone but the farmer 
in this country under the indirect authority of 
one man. It is socialism by absorption possibly, 
rather than by distribution. In an effort to regu- 
late corporate power many men are not opposed 
to such business as exists in corporations, but 
to the monopolistic possibilities and tendencies. 
If the argument is essential that economies ir 
management and cost of production are brought 
about by consolidation, it is unlikely to be pop- 
ular when the effort is to lessen the power of 
many owners, and pass it to one dictator, however 
wise. 

Giving all the credit due to Mr. Morgan as a 
genius in finance, and as of service to his country 
at times, we are not in favor of his unrestricted 
operations, not yet believing in the transcendant 
wisdom of one man above the combined wisdom 
of all other Americans, nor yet having faith 
enough to feel that selfishness will not often in- 
terrupt and obstruct the march of justice. The 
personality of Mr. Morgan or of any other man 
is not under comment, except as it is typical of 
something the public must soon seriously con- 
sider, and that is the limitation of a one man 
power in business and finance. 

If it is considered best to trust to the patriotism, 
philanthropy and general good feeling of a 
dictator, let us in no way disturb present con- 
ditions, for they will work out the completeness 
of this idea very quickly. If, on the other side, 
more men ought to have opportunity than is 
possible now because of the chances for monop- 
olistic concentration and the very great difficulty 
in maintaining independent lines of business, 
then some measure of restriction is forced upon 
our early attention, for the Morgan power is the 
money power and a tower of strength in the sup- 
Port of the branches of business it favors. If 
in the natural course of progress it is not to be- 
come stronger than government, then govern- 
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ment must take such steps to regulate progress 
as to protect itself. 


We are very nearly face to face with a most 


perplexing question, and that is: €an unlimited 
concentration in development continue and the 
nation not be menaced by a great danger? The 
danger, if it exists, is perhaps unintentional in 
origin, and growing by its own impetus now, but 
this is not an answer to the question. 


Iowa Board Has Big Month 





Des Moines, Ia., November 11.—Last month the state 
railroad commission received twenty-four new complaints 
and closed fifty-seven cases. Among the more important 
cases filed was one by the Greater Des Moines committee, 
applying for a revision of the intrastate demurrage rules, 
which are the same as those of the national uniform code, 
and the suit filed by Attorney-General Byers on behalf of the 
commonwealth, attacking the express rates now enforced 
by carriers in this state. 

The other complaints covered such subjects as failure 
to furnish cars, dangerous crossings, station and train serv- 
ice, hog-tight fences, loss in transit, excessive rates, block- 
ading of crossings, delay in transit, drainage, telephones in 
depots, overcharges, refusal to accept shipments, and 
switching charges. 

Of the cases closed during the month, eleven involved 
overcharge; six, delay to freight shipments; five, loss and 
damage in transit; four, train service; four, fires set by lo- 
comotives; freight service three; station and express serv- 
ice, three each; failure to furnish cars, three; telephone 
in depots, three; switching rates, two; discrimination in 
stock rates, demurrage, obstructions to crossings, refusal 
to switch cars, locomotive headlights, elevator site, appli- 
cation for right to condemn land, one each. Forty-eight 
cases were adjusted satisfactorily to the complainants, six 
were dropped by them and three were dismissed for want 
of jurisdiction. 

The commission has announced that it will hear oral 
arguments in the matter of the petition of the lowa Com- 
mercial Coal association for a reduction in intrastate coal 
rates on November 21. 


ROADS FIGHT SWITCHING ORDER. 


Omaha, Neb., November 11.—Trunk lines entering 
Omaha have filed suit in the United States Circuit court 
attacking the order of the state railway commission 
compelling the roads to absorb the increased switching 
charges allowed the Union Stockyards company. Com- 
plainants contend that the rates established are un- 
reasonable and beyond the power of the state board 
to fix, that the trunk lines were not giving due notice 
of the hearings on the subject and that the order in 
effect reduces the trunk line rates and revenues by 
compelling the absorption of the increased charges made 
by the stockyards company. 


CALIFORNIA FRUIT SHIPMENTS. ; 
Los Angeles, Cal., November 11.—There were two 
carloads of oranges and twelve carloads of lemons 
shipped from southern California last Monday. Total 


for season beginning November 1, 36 carloads of oranges, 
72 carloads of lemons. 
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LONG AND SHORT HAUL CLAUSE 


Revitalized Fourth Section of Law Demands Specific, 
.. Imstead of General Exceptions to Its Provisions 








Washington, D. C., November 11. 
—In THE TRAFFIC WoRLD of October 
22 is a full report of the order of 
the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion relating to the application of 
the amendment of June 18, 1910. 
It is to be noted in the order that 
the maximum rates established are 
those in effect on August 17, 1910. 
Subject to these rates as the high- 
est charges permissible, the practice 
of treating long-haul traffic remains as heretofore in 
relation to interior points, until February 17, 1911. 

The principal change in the law is the fact that 
application for relief is now to be sought specifically 
rather than in a general petition as to territory and 
unqualified by any explanation of the particular con- 
ditions. Passenger fares, too, must have separate ap- 
plications and cannot be combined with freight under 
the head of traffic. It is worth observing that petitions 
must originate with carriers charging more for the 
shorter than for the longer haul and must not originate 
with participating lines in a tariff whose charges are 
not so constructed. It is to be anticipated that the 
Interstate Commerce Commission may inquire hereafter 
more into the merits of terminal rates and as to why 
terminal points are so considered. In other words, if 
a point is competitive because it is reached by a number 
of lines and for this reason is called a terminal point, 
mot being, however, a rate basing point, it may be 
necessary to establish a valid reason for its being so 
considered. In this result some material changes may 
work out in the rate structure, and it is well to regard 
this possibility. 

Our opinion is that perhaps the present law is 
more in line with what many members of Congress 
assumed the old law to mean. In saying this, we ex- 
press no opinion at this time of its possible effect con- 
cerning business improvement or the contrary. We are 
of the belief, however, that the new wording of the 
statute has for its purpose the justification of specific 
fate applications and that Congress introduced the 
amendment through the pressure of those who so de- 
sired it. In granting a postponement of the strict ap- 
plication, the Interstate Commissioners wisely regarded 
the chaotic results of haste, but the rates that may 
be applied between now and February 17, 1911, are 
like other rates, subject to protest and defense as to 
unreasonableness. 

The intent in the application of the new amend- 
ment apparently is to remove any causes for discrimi- 
mation that are not potential. We hear voiced in some 
quarters the idea that many terminal points are simply 
common points and not terminal in the sense of being 
the end of routes, or the places where rates divide 
of a necessity that is urgent in effect. We express our- 
selves thus because we believe that all interested in 
a final ruling of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
in considering the question, are desirous of making 
petitions that will seem reasonable in relation to active 
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factors of a permanent and essential character in long. 
haul traffic and to those influences that are in origin 
artificial, but by long usage and consequent growth 
have to a certain degree given development permanency, 

In the alignment to follow new regulations, the 
shippers, as well as carriers, are interested to the extent 
that changes be not so radical as to transform too 
suddenly the vast commerce involved, particularly in 
the west. In a strict interpretation of the law, many 
changes in wholesale and jobbing centers are possible, 
The railways might not suffer more than the shippers 
and perhaps would not, for the business would not in 
any substantial manner be lost. It would find more 
points of destination and make shorter hauls probable. 
There is a great deal to be derived from co-operation 
between shippers and carriers in the time betwéen 
now and February, 1911, and conferences and agree- 
ments in the various sections not satisfied at present, 
might result in some understanding as to applications 
to the Commission involving a fair adjustment, and 
also one the commissioners might regard as carrying 
out the terms of the law. W. B. B. 


May Modify Rail Lease 


Albany, N. Y., November 11.—The public service 
commission, second district, has authorized the Dunkirk, 
Allegheny Valley & Pittsburgh Railroad company and 
the New York Central & Hudson River Railroad com- 
pany to modify the terms of a lease of the D. A. V. 
& P. line to the New York Central. 

Under the modified lease the New York Central 
& Hudson River Railroad company agrees to pay its 
rental from and after August 1, 1910, in addition to 
1% per cent per annum on $1,300,000 of the stock, 
the interest upon such bonds as may from time to 
time, at the request of the New York Central, be issued 
by the D. A. V. & P. company, to refund its bonded 
indebtedness and for other corporate purposes. 

The Commission has also authorized the Dunkirk, 
Allegheny Valley & Pittsburgh to execute and issue 4 
mortgage upon its property and franchises to secure 
its 4% per cent, fifty-year, first-mortgage bonds to an 
amount not exceeding $5,000,000. The company is av- 
thorized at the present time to issue bonds at par to 
the amount of $2,900,000 to refund (a) first-mortgage 
bonds of the Dunkirk, Warren & Pittsburg Railroad 
company, $1,000,000; (b) second-mortgage bonds of the 
Dunkirk, Warren & Pittsburg Railroad company, $400, 
000; (c) third-mortgage bonds of the Dunkirk, Warren 
& Pittsburg Railroad company, $200,000; (d) first-mort- 
gage bonds of the Warren & Venango Railroad com- 
pany, $1,000,000; (e) second-mortgage bonds of the 
Warren & Venango Railroad company, $300,000. 





MILWAUKEE JOINS GRAIN RATE. FIGHT. 

Washington, D. C., November 11.—The application 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Milwaukee 
for leave to intervene in the case brought by the Board 
of Trade of the City of Chicago against various eastern 
lines, involving alleged discrimination against water 
transportation in ex-lake grain rates from Buffalo, has 
been favorably acted upon by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 
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DECISIONS OF COMMISSION 


Interstate Board Hands Down Rulings in Contested 
Cases 


Southeastern Rate Advance Upheld 


OPINION NO. 1401. 





No. 1671. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 460.) 
A. P. MORGAN GRAIN COMPANY ET AL. 
vs. 
ATLANTIC COAST LINE RAILROAD COMPANY ET AL, 





No. 1683. 
RAILROAD COMMISSION OF ALABAMA 
vs. 
LOUISVILLE & NASHVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY 
ET AL. 





No. 1727. 
RAILROAD COMMISSION OF GEORGIA. 
vs. 
ATLANTIC COAST LINE RAILROAD COMPANY ET AL. 
Decided October 15, 1910. 


Rates on certain classes and commodities from Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi river crossings to Atlanta, Ga., and to Birmingham, 
Ala., which were advanced August 1, 1908, not found to be 
unjust. " eta or unduly discriminatory. Complaint 
dismissed. 


Wimbish, Watkins & Ellis for complainant A. P. 
Morgan Grain Company et al. 

Alexander M. Garber, Henry C. Selheimer, Samuel 
D. Weakley and W. D. Nesbitt for complainant railroad 
commission of Alabama. 


John C. Hart and James K. Hines for complainant 
railroad commission of Georgia. 

Ed. Baxter and R. Walton Moore for all defendants. 

Alex. P. Humphrey, Edward Colston, Sanders Mc- 
Daniels and Claudian B. Northrop for Southern Railway 
company, Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Rail- 
Way company, and Alabama Great Southern Railroad 
company. 

William G. Dearing and Henry L. Stone for Louis 
ville & Nashville Railroad company. 

Rosser & Brandon for Atlanta, Birmingham & At- 
lantic Railroad company. 


Report of the Commission, 
COCKRELL, Commissioner: 


These three cases were heard and considered to- 
gether, because the substantive matter of each is based 
upon the advances made in rates, effective August 1, 
1908, on articles included in classes B, C, D, and F, 
fresh meats (C. L.), grain and hay, grain products, and 
packing-house products from Ohio and Mississippi river 
crossings to certain destinations in the territories em- 
braced by the Southeastern Freight association and the 
Southeastern Mississippi Valley association. 

The complainants in case No. 1671 are the A. P. 
Morgan Grain company, a copartnership, and 40 other 
persons, firms and corporations doing business in the 
cities of Atlanta, Columbus, Macon, Cordele, Albany, 
Valdosta, Dublin, Montezuma, Rome and Athens, in the 
state of Georgia. 
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The complainants in cases Nos. 1683 and 1727 are, 
respectively, the railroad commission of Alabama and 
the railroad commission of Georgia, both acting under 
the authority of law and in behalf of the people of 
those states. 


The defendants common to all three cases are: 


The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad company; Louis- 
ville & Nashville Railrvuad company; Nashville, Chat- 
tanooga & St. Louis Railway company; Atlanta, Bir- 
mingham & Atlantic Railroad company; Southern Rail- 
way company; Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific 
Railway company; Alabama Great Southern Railroad 
company; Illinois Central Railroad company; Central 
of Georgia Railway company; St. Louis & San Francisco 
Railroad company; Seaboard Air Line railway, and S. 
Davis Warfield, R. Lancaster Williams and E. C. Dun- 
can, as receivers thereof; and the Western Railway of 
Alabama. 


To the defendants named above are added in case 
No. 1671 the Georgia Southern & Florida Railway com- 
pany and the Atlanta & West Point Railroad company; 
in case No, 1683 the Mobile & Ohio Railroad company; 
and in case No. 1727 the Georgia Southern & Florida 
Railway company, the Wrightsville & Tennille Railroad 
company; the Atlanta & West Point Railroad company, 
and the Western & Atlantic Railroad company. 


The pleadings are elaborate, the records voluminous, 
and the brief and arguments exhaustives The advances 
over the rates in force prior to August 1, 1908, upon 
which these complaints arose, are as follows: 


Class B* (embracing meats, salt, in bulk, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds; bacon [smoked, dried or salted], and hams, 
in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds), 3 cents per 100 
pounds, C. lL. 

Class C (embracing flour in sacks [not paper] actual weight), 
2 cents per 100 pounds, C. L. 

Class D (embracing corn, viz., in the shuck or on the ear, 
c. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds; shelled, minimum weight 
40,000 pounds; oats, C. L., minimum ‘weight $2,000 pounds, and 
rye, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds), 2 cents per 100 
pounds, any quantity. 

Class F (embracing flour in barrels), 4 cents per barrel; any 
quantity. Fresh meats, C. L., 3 cents per 100 pounds; grain 
and hay, 2 cents per 106 pounds; grain products, 2 cents per 100 
pounds; packing-house products, 3 cents per 100 pounds, C. 

These advances were applied from the Mississippi 
and Ohio river crossings to Georgia, Alabama, Florida 
and certan Carolina points of destination. For the pur- 
post of deciding the questions raised by these cases, 
however, it will be sufficient to consider the advanced 
rates to Atlanta and Birmingham alone, as these were 
the destination points most frequently referred to 
throughout the investigation, the rates to other destina- 
tions being based upon, or adjusted with relation to, 
the rates to these cities, and as the undue discrimina- 
tions alleged in the complaint of the railroad commis- 
sion of Alabama are inferred from the adjustment of 
rates between them. 

The history of the rates on the classes and com- 
modities specified from the various Mississippi and Ohio 
river crossings to Atlanta and Birmingham refiects the 
adjustments reached, or attempted, by the carriers be- 
tween the services rendered by them and the values 
of such services to the public as modified by compe- 
tition for transportation between the carriers themselves 
and by competition for advantageous rates between the 
points of production and points of consumption. The 
rates themselves, taken at any particular period, were the 
resultants of the conflicting forces at work prior thereto, 


frequent violent fluctuations in the rates marking rate 
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wars between the carriers. Until the year 1884, when, 
as the outcome of a long period of adjustment, the 
rates were reduced to one-half of what they had been 
originally, the fluctuations in the rates in question were 
wildly erratic. Nothing can be learned from a study 
of the rates prior to that year that would shed light 
upon their present reasonableness either with respect 
to the carriers or to the shippers and consumers. Be- 
ginning at that time, however, the rates on the classes 
and commodities in question commenced to take more 
stable and consistent positions, which were maintained 
until the year 1891, notwithstanding violent aberrations 
therefrom of momentary duration only. In the year 
1891 the rates to Atlanta, by reduction, reached prac- 


tically the basis made effective by the advances of. 


August 1, 1908, with the exception that the present 
relative adjustment of rates betwen Atlanta and related 
points and Birmingham and related points did not then 
exist. 

As the advances apply equally to the various Ohio 
and Mississippi river crossings, and as the present rela- 
tive adjustments of rates as among the crossings has 
long been established and is not attacked, it will be 
sufficient if, for the purpose of illustrating the rate 
situation in the territory under consideration, we con- 
sider the various rates from one of the crossings, for 
instance, from Louisville, Ky., to Atlanta and to Bir- 
mingham, from the year 1891 to date. 

Effective September 1, 1891, the rates from Louis- 
ville, Ky., to Atlanta, Ga., were reduced from what 
they had been for three years theretofore (practically 
from the real basis established in 1884), 1 cent on class 
B, 3 cents on class C, 3 cents on class D, and 6 cents 
on class F. As thus reduced and effective on that rate, 
the rates per 100 pounds were on class B 35 cents, on 
class C 28 cents, on class D 24 cents, on class F 48 
cénts. These rates have never been exceeded since that 
date with the exception that the rate on class B, owing 
to the advance of August 1, 1908, is now 36 cents, 
an advance of 1 cent; to offset this, however, the rate 
on flour in sacks, any quantity, formerly in class C, 
even under the advance, is now 4 cents less than on 
September 1, 1891. These rates to Atlanta, as estab- 
lished September 1, 1891, remained practically unchanged 
until February 1, 1905, a period of thirteen years and 
five months, with the exception that for a total period 
of about seven months drastic cuts were made in some 
of the rates, but without any ultimate or permanent 
effect upon the rates themselves, and with the further 
exception that in 1900 the rates on flour in sacks were 
reduced to correspond with classes D and F. In other 
words, the rates to Atlanta, as reduced September 1, 
1891, remained in effect continuously until February 1, 
1905, the violent and ephemeral reductions thereof being 
due not to adjustment between the carriers and ship 
pers, but to short, sharp conflicts between the carriers 
themselves; these rate wars were unreasonable and 
their results cannot be used as measures of reasonable- 
ness. Effective February 1, 1905, the rates from Louis- 
ville to Atlanta were reduced as follows: Class B, 2 
cents, from 35 cents per 100 pounds to 33 cents; class 
C, flour in sacks, 2 cents, from 24 cents per 100 pounds 
to 22 cents; class D, 2 cents, from 24 cents per 100 
pounds to 22 cents; and class F, 4 cents, per barrel, 
from 48 cents per barrel to 44 cents. 

The history of these rates from Louisville to Bir- 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Vol. VI, No. 20 







mingham is not dissimilar to what has been outlined 
above with respect to Atlanta. No change of any kind, 
however, was made in the rates to Birmingham, Febru. 
ary 1, 1905, at the time the Atlanta rates were reduced, 
but the adjustment as between Birmingham and Atlanta 
then reached was continued under the rates made ef- 
fective August 1, 1908, whereby an actual advance in 
the rates to Birmingham resulted. From April 22, 1901, 
to July 31, 1908, inclusive, the rates from Louisville to 
Birmingham per 100 pounds were: Class B, 31 cents; 
class C, flour in sacks, 20 cents; class D, 20 cents; class 
F, 40 cents. These rates were increased August 1, 1908, 
by the amounts of the advances already specified. 

With respect to the rates to Atlanta, effective Feb. 


ruary 1, 1905, each complaint charges, in these words, 
that— 


The question of the reduction in freight rates to Atlanta and 
related points had been pressed upon the attention of the carriers 
by shippers and other interested parties with the result that a 


citizens’ committee was appointed by the city council of Atlanta 
to confer with a committee of traffic officials of the railway 
lines initial at Atlanta. Conferences were held on November 15 
and 16 and on December 6 and 7, 1904, at the Piedmont hotel, 
in the city of Atlanta, Ga. The whole body of rates, both from 
eastern and western points of origin, was discussed and a general 
readjustment was arrived at. The rates from Ohio and Missis- 
sippi river crossings to Atlanta and related points were carefully 
examined and considered, and the following reductions were 
voluntarily accorded by the railroad companies, to wit: 


PER 100 POUNDS. 


Cents. 
pes SSA Ser i ee ee eee ce 2 
OE ar eS ee a ene Se er - 
CE EP bac bdcccocccsée dvcvesqceds ccuacd een ehs 2 
ET eee ee ey Meer ee Ton rT 4 


Oe Sak GHOTEN. 6.6 kc oie.0'o o'000 0 06's bt 86 06500 ces es - 
Preah meats, C. Lic. ccc ccccoseccccvecceesecsce 


Similar reductions in rates were also made to other points 
related in rates to Atlanta. It was agreed between the traffic 
officials of the railroad companies and the citizens’ committee 
that the reduced rates were just, reasonable and compensatory. 

Subsequently the railway companies prepared and issued, 
effective February 1, 1905, their freight tariff incorporating these 
reduced rates, in which rates each of the railway companies 
defendants to this bill joined and concurred. 

To this charge the defendants answered, admitting 
the facts of the conferences and the subsequent reduc- 
tions, but deniying agreement that the reduced rates 
were just or reasonable or compensatory and denying 
further the voluntary character of such reductions. 

It should be noted that all three of these complaints 
attack primarily the advances made August 1, 1908; 
the two Georgia complaints contending that the rates 
in effect from February 1, 1905, to July 31, 1908, should 
not be exceeded, and the Alabama complaint alleging 
that the rates as advanced are not only unreasonable 
and excessive, but are also unduly prejudicial and dis- 
criminatory as against Birmingham and related points. 
The advances to Atlanta and related points canceled 
the reductions made February 1, 1905, and with respect 
to class B, fresh meats, C. L., and packing-house prod- 
ucts, added 1 cent per 100 pounds to the rates in effect 
prior to the reduction. The advances made August 1, 
1908, to Birmingham and related points actually raised 
the rates, but it was not until such raise in the rates 
that Birmingham complained of the adjustment of rates 
as between it and Atlanta as being an unjust discrim- 
ination against Alabama points. 

All the complaints allege that the reductions made 
in the rates from Ohio and Mississippi river crossings 
to Atlanta and related points, effective February 1, 1905, 
were voluntarly accorded by the carriers, and that it 
“was agreed between the traffic officials of the railroad 
companies and the citizens’ committee that the reduced 
rates were just, reasonable and compensatory.” These 
allegations are denied by the answers, and the testimony 
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is clear that the reductions in rates to Atlanta effective 
February 1, 1905, were the result of an adjustment 
made by the carriers in view of conditions presented 
prior to that date, and were not of their own choice. 
Under date of July 16, 1904, in a report in the case 
of Atlanta Freight Bureau vs. Railroad Companies, which 
case involved the readjustment of rates between At- 
lanta and Savannah and Brunswick, Ga., as well as an 
equalization of interstate rates to and from Atlanta, 
Ga., the railroad commission of Georgia held as follows: 


The commission finds upon investigation that the rates pro- 
mulgated by it are as a whole lower than the rates established 
by the commissions of other southern states. * * * But notwith- 
standing this fact, should the various railroads entering Atlanta 
fail to make a satisfactory adjustment of the rates complained 
of, fully correcting discriminations, then this commission will 
undertake to so revise its tariff, especially as to long distances 
in this state, as will at least mitigate and as nearly as practic- 
able afford the relief to the various points in the state which 
complain of being discriminated against in favor of points out- 
side of the state so far as this commission can do so in justice 
to all concerned. 


Thereupon the Georgia commission ordered the car- 
riers to correct said discriminations within sixty days. 

Some of the carrier defendants to that case, not 
understanding clearly the full import of the above de- 
cision, wrote to the railroad commission of Georgia for 
an interpretation thereof, which was furnished in a 
letter from that commission some time prior to August 
24, 1904. In that letter the Georgia commission said: 


The commission is of the opinion that the rates from the 
several.Ohio river crossings at Atlanta, Ga., should be no higher 
than from those crossings to Birmingham, Ala., with the same 
relative basis from other points basing thereon as is now observed 
in making such rates. 


Thereafter, on September 16, 1904, the Georgia 
railroad commission issued a further report and order 
which, in part, is as follows: 


Wherefore the various railroads responsible for the discrim- 
ination against Atlanta (i. e., discriminations on account of in- 
terstate rates) having failed to remove the same within sixty 
days allowed them for that purpose, the commission, in accord- 
ance with its expressed purpose of July 16, 1904, will first revise 
its intrastate tariff, as herein set forth. * * * 

Other commodity rates will be published later, but those 
in circular 301 are now made effective to enunciate the prin- 
ciple which will hereafter be upheld by this commission, of 
enabling Georgia manufacturers to trade on terms as nearly 
equal to those enjoyed by the manufacturers of other states, and 
who ship their goods into Georgia, as the limitations which are 
placed upon us by the courts of the country will allow. 


The rates prescribed in said circular 301 were al- 
most exactly one-half of the rates theretofore in effect 
and concerning which the Georgia commission had con- 
gratulated itself by comparison with other southern 
sates only two months before. On September 20, 1904, 
another reduction in intrastate rates, known as circular 
302, was issued. 

However, the rates thus prescribed never became 
effective, because of an injunction issued by the Circuit 
court of the United States for the northern district 
of Georgia restraining the enforcement of the same. 
Part of the subsequent history of this matter is well 
set forth in the Thirty-second Report of the Railroad 
Commission of Georgia, dated February 15, 1905, im- 
mediately after the reduced rates of February 1, 1905, 
became effective. The Georiga commission therein says: 


November 28, 1904, * * * a hearing was partially had on the 
merits of the cases. Pending the hearing on the question of per- 
Manent injunction a proposition was made * * * that if circu- 
lars 301 and 302 should be abrogated by the commission then 
the roads would dismiss their various causes against the com- 
mission from the courts. The roads suggested, further, that if 
this were done they would undertake to make such a reduction 
and revision of rates as would be acceptable to the commission. 
Upon the advice of the attorney-general the commission deemed 
it wise to adopt this course, which was accordingly done. As 
4 result of this course on the part of the commission there have 
been already large reductions made in interstate rates by the 
various roads entering the state. 


About the same time—that is, during November and 
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December, 1904—conferences were had between a citi- 
zens’ committee appointed by the city council of Atlanta 
and the traffic officials of the carriers. The stenographic 
report of these conferences indicates that in addition 
to the pressure brought to bear upon the carriers in 
circulars 301 and 302 through the complaint of the 


Atlanta Freight bureau, certain municipal facilities 
needed in the construction of the Atlanta terminal had 
been withheld, the carriers being advised that such 
facilities, rights-of-way over the streets, etc., might be 
had, provided the discriminations against Atlanta and in 
favor of Birmingham in the matter of freight rates were 
adjusted. 

The conferences with the Atlanta citizens’ com- 
mittee occurred in November and December, 1904; the 
agreement between the carriers and the railroad com- 
mission of Georgia occurred just after November 28, 
1904, and the reduced rates were made effective Febru- 
ary 1, 1905. The Atlanta terminal was completed there- 
after. The evidence is clear that the charges in each 
of the complaints that the Atlanta reductions of Feb- 
ruary 1, 1905, were voluntarily accorded by the railroad 
companies and that the latter agreed that the reduced 
rates were just, reasonable, and compensatory have not 
been sustained, and that the reductions were the result 
of an adjustment or compromise made by the carriers 
in view of conditions prior to February 1, 1905, and 
not of their free choice. 

With regard to the adjustment of rates reached Febru- 
ary 1, 1905, as between Atlanta and Birmingham, and 
maintained ever sice, it is clear that this was in reality 
what was sought by Atlanta, rather than an actual re- 
duction of rates, and it is equally clear that no objection 
was made thereto on behalf of Birmingham for three 
years and a half, or until the said adjustment was con- 
tinuel in the advanced rates effective August 1, 1908. 
Hence, as applied to Atlanta and related points, the rates 
established August 1, 1908, on classes C, D, and F must 
be considered as mere continuations of the rates in force 
since the year 1891. As applied to Birmingham and re- 
lated points, the rates on all the classes and commodities 
here considered, which substantially date back to 1891, 
without the recession therefrom of three years and a half 
which occurred in the Atlanta rates, were actually ad- 
vanced August 1, 1908, and the question which we must 
determine as to them is, Are they unjust and unreasonable 
in themselves? 

While we are not prepared to say that the acquiescence 
of Birmingham in the adjustment of rates as between it 
and Atlanta, reached February 1, 1905, should estop it 
from now complaining of such adjustment, we do hold that 
under all the circumstances of these cases the main ques- 
tion for us to determine here is the reasonableness and 
justice of the rates made effective August 1, 1908, and that 
the question of discrimination or prejudice against Birm- 
ingham is, in view of the record, of secondary importance 
only. In this connection it is to be observed that the ad- 
vantage of Birmingham’s geographical position was not 
destroyed by the adjustment of rates made February 1, 
1905, and continued in the advances of August 1, 1908, 
but that under this adjustment Birmingham’s rate advan- 
tages are merely diminished in extent. From Cincinnati 
to Birmingham and Atlanta the distances are the same and 
the rates on classes B, C, D, and F are identical. From all 
other Ohio and Mississippi river crossings Birmingham has 
an advantage over Atlanta on these classes of 2 cents 
















688 THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 





per 100 pounds. Nothing in all the voluminous testimony 
before us is persuasive that this adjustment is unduly pre- 
ferential or unjustly prejudicial to either Birmingham or 
Atlanta, taking the whole situation into consideration. 
The attacks upon the advances may be considered to- 
gether. While the advances affect commodities of prime 
utility and daily necessity, the rates themselves are the 
things for consideration and the question for this Com- 
mission to determine is whether such rates are in any 
respect in violation of the act. The question in any case 
is not whether the rates under consideration are the re- 
sult of a reduction or of an advance, but whether the rates 
themselves are unjust, unreasonable, and unlawful. A 
rate that has been reduced may still be too high and one. 
that has been advanced might, conceivably, be too low. 

The complaints of the A. P. Morgan Grain Company et 
al. and of the railroad commission of Georgia are directed 
against the practical restoration of the rates in effect for 
many years prior to February 1, 1905. This restoration of 
rates, which still preserves the adjustment reached at that 
time between the rates to Atlanta and to Birmingham, 
is not open to the charge of being a breach of faith upon 
the part of the carriers, for the adjustment itself was 
what was sought by Atlanta. The situation is different 
with respect to the complaint of the railroad commission 
of Alabama, which alleges that the rates effective August 
1, 1908, are unjust, unreasonable, and excessive, for the 
reason, inter alia, that the long-continued existence of the 
prior rates raises a presumption of their reasonableness 
and compensatory character against the carriers. 

This fact of the advances, with respect to Birmingham 
and related Alabama points, that they are upon rates 
that had been maintained for a very long series of years 
is to our minds the most serious question raised in these 
cases, and presents a situation that imposes upon the car- 
riers the duty of giving exceedingly good reasons therefor. 

The rates in effect prior to February 1, 1905, were 
presumptively reasonable and just with respect to the 
public and compensatory to the carriers; these rates, 
while presumptively reasonable and just in and of them- 
selves, were discriminatory as between the various points 
of destination in that they unduly preferred Birmingham 
and related points to the prejudice and disadvantage of 
Atlanta and related points. This discrimination between 
Alabama and Georgia destinations having been corrected 
by the rate adjustment effective February 1, 1905, the same 
having been reached by a reduction in the rates to At- 
lanta; and the adjustment having been continued under 
the rates as advanced August 1, 1908, which so far as 
Atlanta is concerned was a mere restoration of rates, it 
follows that the advances which are embraced in the rates 
effective August 1, 1908, may be examined with respect to 
whether they are just or unjust, reasonable or unreason- 
able, to Atlanta or to Birmingham, with the assurance that 
whatever may be found to be true of the rates to either 
destination will also be true for the rest of the territories 
embraced in these complaints. 

Both the adjustment of rates as between Birmingham 
and Atlanta and the advances made August 1, 1908, were 
concurred in by all the defendants and were the results 
of concerted action, and the evidence is clear that no ad- 
vance would have been made at one place without a cor- 
responding advance at the other. The effect of this con- 
cert of action between all the carriers defendant is to estop 
them from claiming that because certain carriers partici- 
pate in the haul to Birmingham which do not participate 
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in the haul to Atlanta the reasonableness or unreason- 
ableness of the rates to Birminghom must be determined 
with respect to the individual carriers serving such place, 

From the enormous record of these cases we find cer. 
tain facts that bear upon the-questions before us, and we 
set forth these facts in view of the importance of these 
cases to the large and progressive section of our coun- 
try interested in these rates. 

There are 3,641 articles upon which rates are published 
from Louisville, Ky., to Atlanta, Ga., under classification 
and commodity clauses. In class B there are 18 articles, 
in classes C, D, and F there are 47. Only 2 articles have 
the same rates as class B and only 4 the same rates as 
C, D, and F. There are 214 articles having lower rates 
than class B and only 49 having lower rates than classes 
C, D, and F. This applies to the advanced rates and 
shows that out of all the articles on which rates are pub- 
lished between Louisville and Atlanta 9344 per cent carry 
higher rates than the advanced rate on class B, and 97% 
per cent are rated higher than the advanced rates on 
classes C, D, and F. These rates are all made with refer- 
ence to the rates via other river crossings and while the 
same proportions between the rates on the various articles 
from the several river crossings might not obtain, and 
while the comparative density of traffic in classes B, C, 
D, and F to the density of all other traffic would vary 
with respect to the several crossings and the different 
carriers, nevertheless it cannot be said that in the ad- 
justment of rates as among the various articles offered for 
transportation, the rates on classes B, C, D, and F are 
relatively too high. 

Most of the articles embraced under these classes are 
regarded by the carriers as time freight; that is, as freight 
that must be moved promptly in order to serve the public, 
as well as to avoid claims for damage in transit. Grain, 
milled or unmilled, is liable to damage from heat and 
moisture; fresh meats and packing-house products move 
on fast schedules in refrigerator cars, the refrigeration 
being free, and the return haul frequently being empty. 
Most of the wheat and much of the corn is milled in 
transit without extra charge for the privilege, and the loss 
and damage claims in these classes, even under normal 
conditions, are higher than the average of such claims on 
all commodities. 

To justify the advance in rates and explain the rea- 
sons therefor, the defendants show the increase in tax- 
ation and in the prices of materials and labor. 

To answer this the complainants urge that the in- 
crease of efficiency in labor and engines and the increased 
carrying capacity of the equipment more than counter- 
balance the above increases in cost, and insist that even 
though the net returns per ton-mile have decreased, still 
the total profit to the carriers is more than ample under 
the law. 

If we inquire the extent of the present advances, we 
find that, measuring them by the actual movement of 
articles included in classes B, C, D, and F through the 
various Ohio and Mississippi river crossings during the 
calendar year 1907, it would be as follows: 


DI i siintin's 160i 65 Gd 6 HON HERI ECHR Nh Oe EOE ORO eee $186,667.41 
EE? a ctW aia leh ikes cas behets radi es es aeede bAevewe So 66,613.19 
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If we consider either the rates themselves or the 
specific advances that have resulted in the present rates 


with respect to the revenues of the defendants, we are 
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unable to find that they are excessive, unjust, or unrea- 
sonable. 

The parties hereto have insisted that the advances 
which form the subject-matter of these complaints are 
only a part of a general advance made or to be made in 
the freight rates throughout the south. The complainants 
point to this situation as furnishing a reason, and an op- 
portunity, for restrictive action by this Commission; the 
defendants, on the other hand, insist that in view of the 
necessity of a general advance and the practical difficulties 
surrounding the subject the selection of these particular 
commodities to initiate the advance was merely a matter 
of expediency. 

We are not unmindful of the situation thus placed be- 
fore us; this report, however, is confined to the specific 
matters now in issue and is not to be construed as ex- 
tending beyond them or as indicating in any degree ap- 
proval of other or further advances in rates. 

Looking at this matter in its bearing upon the pros- 
perity and development of the south, we repeat what we 
said in the case of the City of Spokane v. Northern Pacific 
Ry. Co., 15 I, C. C. Rep., 376, p. 417— 

It is of first importance that our railway service should be effi- 
cient, for just in proportion as it is inadequate, industry must 
suffer and commerce languish. 

As the matter was well stated by the late Mr. Justice 
Brewer when on the circuit bench: 


Compensation implies three things: Payment of cost of serv- 
ice, interest on bonds, and then some dividend. Cost of service 
implies skilled labor, the best appliances, keeping of the roadbed 
and the cars and machinery and other not agony in perfect order 
and repair. The obligation of the carrier to the passenger and 
the shipper requires all these. They are not matters which the 
earriers can dispense with, or matters whose cost can by them 
be fixed. They may not employ poor engineers, whose wages 
would be low, but must employ competent engineers, and pay the 
price needed to obtain them. The same rule obtains as to en- 
gines, machinery, roadbed, etc., and it may be doubted whether 
even the legislature, with all its power, is competent to relieve 
railroad companies, whose means of transportation are attended 
with so much danger, from the full performance of this obligation 
to the public. The fixed charges are the interest on the bonds. 
This must be paid, for otherwise foreclosure would follow, and 
the interest of the mortgagor swept out of existence. The prop- 
erty of the stockholders cannot be destroyed any more than 
the property of the bondholders. Each has a fixed and vested 
interest, which cannot be taken away. (35 Fed. Rep., 879.) 

The condition of most of the railroads in this section 
of the country is not yet up to the highest standard, and in 
order that their facilities may be improved and extended 
to the ultimate lasting advantage of the people of the 
south, it is necessary that the carriers be permitted to 
charge rates that are fully compensatory for the services 
they perform so long as such rates have not been shown to 
be unjust, unreasonable, or excessive with respect to the 
public. 

We are unable to hold that an advance is unreason- 
able because some part of the benefit therefrom will accrue 
to a carrier that “during the period of the last ten years 
has regularly paid interest on its total bonded debt,” and 
in addition thereto has recently paid dividends upon its 
stock. 


Congress has not seen fit to give this Commission su- 
pervision of the stock and bond issue of the various carrier 
corporations engaging in interstate commerce, nor has 
any physical valuation of railroad property been authorized 
by federal authority. The decisions of the Supreme Court 
lay down the rules by which the courts and this Com- 
Iiission must judge of the reasonableness, justice, and 
compensatory character of interstate rates. In the case of 
Smyth v. Ames, 167 U. S., 438, the Supreme Court, speaking 
by Mr. Justice Harlan, said: 

What the company is entitled to ask is a fair return upon 


the value of that which it employs for the public convenience. On 
the other hand, what the public is entitled to demand is that no 
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more be exacted from it for the use of a public highway that 
the services:rendered by it are reasonably worth. 


Upon the whole record and tested by this rule the 
rates effective August 1, 1908, on the classes and com- 
modities in question from Ohio and Mississippi river cross- 
ings to the territories named have not been shown to be 
unjust, unreasonable, or excessive. 

It follows that these complaints must be dismissed, 
and an order in accordance herewith will be issued. 

LANE, Commissioner, dissents. 
CLEMENTS, Commissioner, dissenting: 

In dissenting from the opinion of the majority, a 
position always to be deplored, it would be perhaps enough 
to say that it is impossible for me to find justification for 
the threatened burden upon the transportation of this 
great section of the country either in the needs of car- 
riers, the history of rates, or the ability of the public to 
pay 12 cents per capita more for the staples affected. 

Therefore, passing by the suggestion that this is 
but an entering wedge to open the way to further ad- 
vances, ignoring the fact that the short-lived panic of 1907 
was responsible for these particular advances, just as 
prosperity and the right to share it has been made the 
basis for advances under other conditions; passing the 
charge that these advances are the result of unlawful 
combinations in restraint of trade, it may be enough to 
declare that, listening to most of the testimony, having 
for months this subject under consideration, anxious for 
a solution that shall secure the welfare and advantage of 
the carriers, as well as the states they serve, I can not 
believe that these advances on these classes are or can 
be justified by existing conditions. 

Much stress is laid by the majority upon competitive 
conditions as producing the rates as they existed prior to 
the advances. They are said to have been the result of 
“violent fluctuations,” “violent aberrations,” and fluctua- 
tions “wildly erratic,” and the conclusions reached appear 
to be based largely upon the previous existenceof competi- 
tion. It does not appear that this competition was differ- 
ent from that which was at the same time common among 
the railways of the entire country. There was not during 
part of the period referred to any public control of inter- 
state transportation and rates, and practically the sole 
protection of the public from unjust and unreasonable 
charges was the public policy to keep alive and in full 
vigor competitive forces. However this policy may be 
characterized it was then and is yet the spirit of the laws, 
both national and state, and the competitive character of 
the origin of thousands of rates in this country today might 
be pleaded in favor of an advance if that is to be the 
basis for assumed inadequacy of revenue.- We must not 
lose sight of the fact that during the period in question 
competition not only took the form of rate wars, but that 
rebating from the published tariffs, even after the passage 
of the act to regulate commerce, was a matter of common 
practice and the published rate was far from representing 
im many cases the true basis of the revenues of the car- 
riers. The cessation of rebating has resulted in important 
net increases in revenue, even at the same published 
rates. The same is true in regard to the diminution of 
free transportation, 

It is the finding of the majority that the basis of rates 
in effect at the time of the contested advance had not 
been voluntarily established by the carriers in 1905. These 
rates were put into effect by the carriers after conference 
with the shippers as an adjustment of conditions and rates 
long unsatisfactory and cause of complaint, and also after 
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the order of the Georgia commission referred to had been 
enjoined by the federal courts and thereafter canceled by 
that commission. It is difficult for me to comprehend 
just what compulsion, either in law or in fact, was brought 
into play which would render these rates compulsory in 
any proper sense of that term. 

The principle of the rule quoted by the majority from 
the case of Smyth v. Ames is all-pervading, bu the facts 
presented by the record in this case afford no possible 
basis for testing the reasonableness of these particular 
rates by that rule. In that case there was involved the 
whole of the schedules of rates, classifications, and traffic 
regulations applying to the entire intrastate transportation 


in Nebraska which had been prescribed by the state. The. 


proof in that case went exhaustively into the detailed cost 
of service on every line of railroad in the state and covered 
fully the valuation of the various railroad properties. 
The actual results of the computations both by the rail- 
road and state officials disclosed that the rates prescribed 
in the statute would entail upon the carriers a loss in the 
conduct of their intrastate business. The rates here in- 
volved, though important, are those only on a few com- 
modities, comprising a relatively smal] part of the carrier’s 
entire business. The record does not in this case, as in 
the Nebraska case, make ful] disclosure of the cost of 
service and the value of the properties, upon which alone 
the necessity of any general advance or general reduction 
in rates may be predicated. Even if this case was a 
parallel to the Nebraska case, involving the whole body 
of the defendant’s rates, how could it be possible, without 
a disclosure of these basic facts, to determine whether 
or not the rates involved are or are not necessary to ful- 
fill the requirements of the rule quoted from that case? 
Reference to this rule upon the record in the case before 
us is no more helpful than would be the declaration of the 
first section of the act that all rates shall be just and 
reasonable, embodying a principle equally applicable to 
all cases. The issues and facts essential to a test of rates 
by this rule are wanting in this case. Such essential facts 
were present in the record of the Nebraska case for a de- 
termination of the constitutional question there presented 
and determined. The two cases are so wide apart in 
respect of the scope of the issues involved and the facts 
of record that we must, it seems to me, look in vain to the 
Nebraska case for any help in the determination of the 
case before us except as must be universally recognized in 
al] cases that both the carriers and the shippers are en- 
titled to demand rates that are reasonable and just. How 
can it be said that the rates here involved have been 
“tested” by the rule quoted from the Nebraska case, which 
by its very terms assumes an ascertainment of the value 
of the properties of the carriers, unless we are to accept 
the results of unregulated capitalization in lieu of valu- 
ation? Manifestly there is no authority for this and in 
many instances it would be grossly unjust to do so. 

That further capitalization is required, and that in- 
vestors are to be invited by increased earning power, is 
an argument which might be advanced to warrant any in- 
crease of rates, irrespective of any consideration of the 
reasonableness of such rates. 

Rates long maintained do not assume the character 
of a vested right; if too low the carrier is entitled to an 
increase, if too high the public is entitled to relief, but 
a business long conducted under a system of rates vol- 
untarily established and acquiesced in does fasten to such 
rates a presumption of fairness which renders necessary 
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a closer investigation and more convincing proof of un- 
reasonableness, where whole classes and states are in- 
volved, than does a single rate, and these proofs and this 
consideration in my opinion are wanting in this case. 
That a holding company with only $25,000,000 capital 
should successively buy and control great systems with 
nearly $100,000,000 more capital, involves transactions, no 
matter how honestly conducted, that should have the 
supervision and sanction of the public, in whose interests 
these great highways are in law operated. It was said 
in the record that a stock had paid less than 4 per cent 
for thirty years, and the query was made as to how the 
holder was any better off at the end of that time if his 
holdings had not increased in value. Without under- 
taking here to state my view as to what would be a 
reasonable percentage of profit on the value of the prop- 
erty, or the amount of the investment therein, it may be 
said in answer that the holder has at least had his orig- 
ina] investment returned and his dollar is still working 
for him, and if, as occurred in the case of at least one 
instance, a hundred-per-cent stock dividend is distributed, 
the stockholder has two dollars working for him instead 
of one. It is doubtful, however, whether the man who 
accomplishes this feat of doubling his capital without 
further investment deserves as well of his fellow-men as 
he who makes two blades of grass grow where one grew 
before. 

It is the possibility that stock manipulation will ren- 
der necessary further tribute, and the word is not misap- 
plied to returns on watered stock, and will cloud the sit- 
uation on every occasion when higher rates are demanded, 
that makes inevitable public supervision of these great 
transactions, fraugh with danger as they are. The people 
cannot prosper without the railroads. The railroads can- 
not exist unless the rates are profitable, but the public 
is entitled to be protected against honest extravagance as 
well as dishonest management. With the same solicitude 
for the development and prosperity of the South, as 
manifested in the opinion, and admitting that these ad- 
vances will offer no lasting check, it should be borne in 
mind that the carriers of the southeast have known no 
such development and prosperity as they have enjoyed 
under the very rates which in this proceeding the com- 
plainants seek to have restored. 


Hickory Spoke Rate Condemned 


OPINION NO. 1400 
No. 3199. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 458.) 
FRED. W. GREEN, RECEIVER FOR IONIA WAGON 
COMPANY, 
vs. 


ALABAMA GREAT SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 
ET AL. 


Submitted September 2, 1910. Decided October 10, 1910. 


Rates on hickory spokes from Fort Payne, Ala., and Chattanooga, 
Tenn., to Cincinnati, O., found unreasonable when compared 
with the rates on hardwood lumber. Reparation awarded. 


G. M. Stephen for complainant. 

Sidney F. Andrews for Alabama Great Southern 
Railroad company and Cincinnat, New Orleans & Texas 
Pacific Railway company. 


H. C. Martin for Grand Trunk Western Railway com- 
pany. 
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Report of the Commission. 


PROUTY, Commissioner: 

This complaint involves the rate on hickory spokes 
from Fort Payne, Ala., and Chattanooga, Tenn., to Ionia, 
Mich. It is claimed that the rates now in effect are 
unreasonable, and reparation is asked with respect to 
certain shipments in the past. The rate between both 
these points of origin and Ionia is made by combination 
upon the Ohio river. No question is made as to the 
rate from the river to Ionia, but it is insisted that the 
rate from both Fort Payne and Chattanooga to the river 
is excessive.“ The rate now is, and for some time has 
been, 28 cents from Fort Payne to Cincinnati, and 23 
cents from Chattanooga to Cincinnati. The rate on hard- 
wood lumber is 17 cents from Fort Payne and 13 cents 
from Chattanooga, and the original contention of the 
complainant was that spokes should be carried for the 
same transportation charge. 

The spokes in question were manufactured ready 
for use. The testimony indicates that the value of 
spokes is from two to three times the value of the hard- 
wood lumber out of which they are made. The loading 
of the cars seems to be substantially the same in either 
case. The defendants contended that the rate upon the 
spokes ought to be higher than upon the lumber. After 
some discussion upon the hearing, the defendants stated 
that they were willing to establish a rate on spokes 
from both Fort Payne and Chattanooga to Cincinnati 
3 cents per 100 pounds above the lumber rate, and the 
complainants were inclined to admit that this relation 
of rates was not unreasonable. The rate from the Ohio 
river to Ionia is the same upon both lumber and spokes, 
and this appears to be true in several instances at least, 
but it was said by the defendants that this resulted 
from competitive conditions and was not the natural 
or proper relation of these rates. 

Without attempting to lay down any rule of gen- 
eral application, or to say what relation of rates ought 
to be maintained where competitive conditions have 
produced in the past equal rates upon lumber and upon 
spokes, but confining our attention entirely to the rates 
before us, we are of the opinion that the rates now 
in effect of 28 cents from Fort Payne and 23 cents from 
Chattanooga to Cincinnati are unjust and unreasonable, 
and that these rates ought not to exceed rates which 
are 3 cents per 100 pounds higher than those con- 
temporaneously in force upon hardwood lumber be- 
tween these points. 

We find that the complainant shipped from Fort 
Payne, Ala., to and through Cincinnati, five carloads of 
spokes, aggregating in weight 235,450 pounds, and that 
it paid at the rate of 28 cents per 100 pounds charges 
upon said shipments up to the Ohio river aggregating 
$659.26; that a reasonable rate to have charged would 
have been 20 cents per 100 pounds; that the complain- 
ant is entitled to recover of the Alabama Great Southern 
Railroad company and the Cincinnati, New Orleans & 
Texas Pacific Railway company the sum of $188.36, 
being the difference between the amount paid and the 
amount which should reasonably have been exacted, 
with interest from January 1, 1910. 

We further find that the complainant shipped from 
Chattanooga, Tenn., three carloads of spokes to and 
through Cincinnati, aggregating in weight 153,250 pounds 
upon which charges at the rate of 23 cents per 100 
Pounds, aggregating $352.47, were paid; that said move- 
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ment was via the Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas 
Pacific railway; that the charges for said service ought 
not to have exceeded 16 cents per 100 pounds, or $245.20 
in the aggregate, and that the complainant is entitled 
to recover of said defendant company the sum of $107.27, 
with interest from January 1, 1910. 

An order will be issued accordingly. 





ORDER, 
At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., 


on the 10th day of October, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar BE, Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 

No. 3199. 
GREEN, RECEIVER FOR IONIA WAGON 
COMPANY, 
vs. 

ALABAMA GREAT SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY; 
THE CINCINNATI, NEW ORLEANS & TEXAS PA- 
CIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY; THE CINCINNATI, 
HAMILTON & DAYTON RAILWAY COMPANY; 
PERE MARQUETTE RAILROAD COMPANY; 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY; 
AND THE CHICAGO, CINCINNATI & LOUISVILLE 
RAILROAD COMPANY, AND J. P. GOODRICH, 
RECEIVER THEREOF. — 

This case being at issue upon complaint and an- 
swers on file, and having been duly heard and submitted 
by the parties, and full investigation of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and the Commission 
having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report 
containing its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, 
which said report is made a part hereof: 

It is ordered, That defendants Alabama Great South- 
ern Railroad company and the Cincinnati, New Orleans 
& Texas Pacific Railway company be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed, on or before the 15th 
day of December, 1910, to pay unto the complainant, 
Fred. W. Green, receiver for Ionia Wagon company, the 
sum of $188.36, with interest thereon at the rate of 6 
per cent per annum from January 1, 1910, as reparation 
for an unreasonable rate for the transportation of five 
carloads of spokes from Fort Payne, Ala., to Cincinnati, 
O., which rate so charged has been found by this Com- 
mission to have been unreasonable, as more fully and 
at large appears in and by said report of the Com- 
mission. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to cease and 
desist, on or before the 15th day of December, 1910, 
and for a period of not less than two years thereafter 
abstain, from exacting a rate for the transportation of 
spokes in carloads from Fort Payne, Ala., to Cincinnati, 
O., which exceeds by more than 3 cents per 100 pounds 
their rate contemporaneously in effect upon hardwood 
lumber between the same points; which relation of 
rates the Commission in its report finds to be unrea- 
sonable. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to establish, on 
or before the 15th day of December, 1910, and maintain 
in force thereafter during a period of not less than 
two years, a rate for the transportation of spokes in 
carloads from Fort Payne, Ala., to Cincinnati, O., which 
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shall not exceed by more than 3 cents per 100 pounds 
their rate contemporaneously in effect on hardwood 
lumber in carloads between the same points; which 
relation of rates the Commission in its report finds to 
be reasonable. 

It is further ordered, That defendant The Cincinnati, 
New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway company be, 
and it is hereby, authorized and directed, on or before 
the 15th day of December, 1910, to pay unto the com- 
plainant, Fred. W. Green, receiver for Ionia Wagon 
company, the sum of $107.27, with interest thereon at 
the rate of 6 per cent per annum from January 1, 1910, 
as reparation for an unreasonable rate charged for 
the transportation of three carloads of spokes from 
Chattanooga, Tenn., to Cincinnati, O., which rate so 
charged has been found by this Commission to have 
been unreasonable, as more fully and at large appears 
in and by said report of the Commission. 

It is further ordered, That said defendant be, and 
it is hereby, notified and required to cease and desist, 
on or before the 15th day of December, 1910, and for 
a period of not less than two years thereafter abstain, 
from exacting a rate for the transportation of spokes 
in carloads from Chattanooga, Tenn., to Cincinnati, O., 
which exceeds by more than 3 cents per 100 pounds 
its rate contemporaneously in effect upon hardwood 
lumber between the same points; which relation of 
rates the Commission in its report finds to be unrea- 
sonable. 

And it is further ordered, That said defendant be, 
and it is hereby, notified and required to establish, on 
or before the 15th day of December, 1910, and maintain 
in force thereafter during a period of not less than 
two years, a rate for the transportation of spokes in 
carloads from Chattanooga, Tenn., to Cincinnati, O., 
which shall not exceed by more than 3 cents per 100 
pounds its rate contemporaneously in effect on hard- 
wood lumber in carloads between the same points; 
which relation of rates the Commission in its report 
finds to be reasonable. 


To Investigate Telephone Charges 





Albany, N. Y., November 11.—The public service 
commission, second district, has decided to make an 
investigation of the telephone charges of the New York 
Telephone company for messages between the borough 
of Manhattan and the boroughs of Brooklyn, Queens, 
Bronx and Richmond, and each of them, and to de- 
termine whether such tolls are unjustly discriminatory 
or unduly preferential or in any wise in violation of 
law; and as to whether or not it shall determine the 
just and reasonable rates and charges to be hereafter 
observed and in force as the maximum to be charged, 
and as to whether these shall be other than the rates 
now charged. The company is required to appear be- 
fore the commission at the Engineering Societies’ build- 
ing, New York, on November 28, and submit evidence 
and arguments as to the matters which are to be 
investigated. 

The order of the commission followed resolutions 
adopted by the board of aldermen of the city of New 
York asking that the commission make an order fixing 
the tolls for all telephone calls between any part of 
the borough of the Bronx and any part of the borough 
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of Manhattan at not more than five cents for each call, 
which action was taken upon the filing of a complaint 
received from the people of East Bronx. The commis- 
sion was also requested to investigate the alleged in. 
equality in charges between the boroughs of Manhattan 
and Brooklyn and order a reduction of such charge to 
five cents per individual call, or such sum as woulé 
give to the New York Telephone company proper com- 
pesation for such service. Complaint had likewise been 
made by the Prospect Park South association of Brook- 
lyn, asking the commission to investigate the rates 
charged between the boroughs of Brooklyn and Man- 
hattan. The latter-named complaint recites that the 
company charges for telephone service between the 
boroughs of Manhattan and the Bronx, as far as Kings- 
bridge, Williamsbridge and Westchester, five cents, while 
ten cents is charged to Brooklyn, Flatbush or Bay Ridge, 
and that the volume of telephone business to and from 
Brooklyn and numbers of subscribers therein are both 
greatly in excess of the business to and from the Bronx. 
Complaint is also made upon the practice of the 
New York Telephone company which provides that dis- 
counts may be allowed when messages are contracted 
for in quantity, and alleges that this is a rebate or 
other device which constitutes unjust discrimination. 


From the Shipper’s Standpoint 





That the recent amendments to the interstate com- 
merce law and the present general rate investigations 
are the best things that could have happened to the 
transportation interests of the country is the view taken 
by @ prominent eastern shipper, who, in tracing the 
situation back to 1906, writes as follows: 

“Let me call your attention to developments back 
of the change in the law known as the Hepburn amend: 
ment: 


“First—After a great deal of study by the Com- 
mission (assisted by the railroads as they were asked 
to suggest and criticise) they prescribed a uniform 
system of accounts; this was absolutely necessary, iD 
that all should follow the same lines and tell the truth 
not only to the public but to their shareholders. 

“Second—The railroad systems that had nothing to 
conceal of course had no objections, but what happened 
when the orders reached the Pennsylvania, Lehigh Val 
ley, Lackawanna, Reading, Union Pacific, Santa Fe, 
Baltimore & Ohio, and a few others? Here are two 


samples; for more refer to these companies’ annual 
reports: 


Washington, Sept. 15, 1908.—President McCrea, 
of the Pennsylvania railroad, has written a letter 
to Chairman Knapp, of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, regarding the new classification of ad- 
ditions and improvements and form of general 
balance sheet. It was in part as follows: 

“For and on behalf of the Pennsylvania Railroad 
company, and also of each of the several companies 
whereof I am president, which are controlled by, or 
affiliated in interest with, it, I beg hereby to make 
emphatic objection to the two orders of the Com- 
mission of June 21, 1909, and declared effective 
July 1, 1909, relative, respectievly, to classification 
of expenditures for additions and betterments, and 
form of general balance sheet statement, as being 
not only beyond the powers of the Commission, but 
otherwise legally invalid and ineffective, and to pro- 
test that the said companies ought not to be obliged 
to comply with the requirements thereof. generally, 
and particularly as to those features which under- 
take to define and limit the expenditures which may 
be charged to operating expenses, and thereby pre- 
vent the directors and officers of the companies 
from exercising their proper discretion and discharg- 
ing their functions and duties in connection with all 
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the said companies’ operations and administration 
of their affairs, so as to secure efficient and satis- 
factory practical] results. 

“And I further beg to inform the Commission 
that, under and subject to the foregoing objection 
and protest, each of the said companies will for a 
time comply with the requirements of the said or- 
ders and keep their records and accounts in accord- 
ance therewith, but will do so solely because of the 
severe and excessive penalties which the several 
companies and their officers may be subjected to 
if the requirements of the said orders are not ob- 
served, and not because the directors and officers 
of the said companies believe that the said orders 
are either legally justified or that the pursuit of 
methods of accounting therein prescribed will be 
productive of just results.”’ 

Washington, October 10, 1908.—Through a letter 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, the Le- 
high Valley Railroad company has entered a formal 
protest against the Commission’s orders prescribing 
a classification of expenditures for additions and 
betterments and a form of general balance sheet. 
The orders were issued June 21 last, to go in effect 
July 1, 

The company considers that the system of ac- 
counting ordered by the Commission is essentially 
theoretical, not practical; that it will create in the 
minds of stockholders an erroneous impression of 
the company’s financial condition, and that it will 
mislead the public generally as to the cost of service 
performed by the carriers and as to the reasonable- 
ness of transportation charges. 

The board of directors of the Lehigh Valley dis- 
cussed the ruling at a recent meeting and directed 
that the protest be filed. The company states that 
its compliance with the orders is not to be construed 
as evidence that it concedes their validity or ap- 
proves of the methods of accounting which they 
prescribe. 

“The authority of the Commission under the law 
to prescribe the precise manner in which such mat- 
ters should be handled is seriously questioned by 
the directors, and the letter of protest states that 
the right to test the validity of the orders by legal 
procedure is reserved. 


“And it is a notorious fact that these systems had 
been for years padding expenses, robbing the public 
and their shareholders, if you please, for what? Why, 
for improvements to their systems; but why should 
they object to showing what was being done with their 
receipts? No one would question that it was not. the 
proper thing to improve their property, and I am sure 
would at that time have agreed that the railroads should 
earn a full return on these expenditures, even if they 
had come from surplus earnings. 


“Third—But what happened? The presidents of 
these systems took every opportunity, in public inter- 
views and in every way, to criticise the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission ruling of true accounts, especially 
in their annual reports of last year, some going so far 
as to say that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
prohibited them from improving their railroads with 
money from surplus. Now this thing never went down, 
hot even their stockholders believing it. 

“Fourth—And then what happened? Why the pub- 
lic had heard enough of that sort, and where the rail- 
Toads made the mistake is that they did not fool any- 
one, and then there is a demand from the shippers 
that more sensible rulings of the Commission are wanted 
and then the law is strengthened. 

“Fifth—Now we have the railroads on the stand to 
Suffer for their past sins, and what a sorry case they 
make as a whole, but they are improving, and I feel 
that if they had it to do over again, this is what they 


Would say: 
Outlines Model Railroad Case, 
“First—Our expenses have increased beyond what 
has been possible to save in greater operating efficiency. 


“Second—There is a growing demand for improved 
facilities and service. 
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“Third—It is hard to attract capital for new ex- 
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penditures such as do not bring a proper return or 
increase business. 


“Fourth—Dividend rates must be kept up to returns 
in comparison with manufacturing plants and other in- 
dustries, so as to attract capital for extensions and 
greater facilities that will in time bring returns. 


“Fifth—We intend to spend from surplus that amount. 
of money needed for such public improvements as larger 
and finer stations, track elevation and such other im- 
provements, that do not return any sum on the invest- 
ment, and we do not intend to capitalize these. 


“Sixth—We should be allowed to accumulate a rea- 
sonable surplus fund to maintain dividends somewhat 
during lean years; this account should be carried for- 
ward separate and so designated in the case of roads 
already with large surplus funds; this amount should 
go to improvements, not to be capitalized. 


“Seventh—Roads - that are economically operated 
should be allowed to earn 7 per cent of the value of 
their road, this value to be the cost of reproduction 
(excepting the right-of-way and real estate, these to be 
valued at their cost to the road at the time of purchase 
or grant). 

“Highth—After proving that the present rates will 
not return sufficient for the above, taking all the rail- 
roads as a whole, the Commission should allow ad- 
vanced rates to be made on such classes and com- 
modities as have not been advanced during the last ten 
years, these advances to be subject to further inves- 
tigation on specific complaint, as to the relative merit 
of these changes as compared with other rates. 

“The weaker railroads, such as the Erie, etc., to 
work out their salvation from their future growth and 
operating economies. 

“One other matter that has placed the 
wrong with the shippers and the public is 
Interstate Commerce Commission has had 
through to the Supreme Court a number of their im- 
portant decisions. Of the thirty-seven cases that the 
railroads have resisted, the Commission has lost three, 
and these were on technicalities, and not on the merits 
of the controversy. Of the cases that have taken years 
to accomplish, the coal car distribution cases are ex- 
cellent examples of justice in the Commission rulings 
and show the antagonistic tendency of the railroads to 
fight, it seems, for no other reason than that they could 
not see that the public had any rights whatever. 

Commends The Traffic World. 


“Permit me to take this opportunity of commenting 
on your very valuable weekly publication. 

“Your management seems to appreciate the wide 
field your paper covers and shows that you propose to 
give your subscribers a service that is not covered by 
any publication, and this is what makes your paper 
valuable. 

“I cannot see how any traffic manager or commerce 
lawyer can be without your paper and hope to be 
informed on current topics. 

“Your publication of court decisions is very valu- 
able, and a great number of subscribers no doubt use 
your issues for their permanent files; more could be 
done along this line, giving the full decisions, as the 
law-reporting companies are very slow in getting out 


railroads 
that the 
to fight 


decisions, and in these times of important changes in 
it is mighty important to have 


the commerce laws, 
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before you the latest decisions, as they most all estab- 
lish new precedents. 

“Your reporting of the hearings in Chicago, New 
York and Washington have far exceeded any other, 
showing that they were edited by someone familiar 
with the traffic situation and show that you are not 
biased either way, giving what your subscribers want, 
the whole truth. 


Believes in UnbiaSed Presentation. 


“T am a firm believer in presenting any case on 
the square, and that this country is not going to the 
dogs, as some railroad officials would try to make the 
public believe, as soon as some changes are made in 
the law, or some order of the Commission to properly 
regulate the railroads’ treatment of the public. I have 
come in contact with many railroad men, mostly traffic 
department people; some of these have measured up 
to their jobs simply because they knew human nature 
and were ready to give anyone, big or little, their time 
and service, and these officials cannot fail to make their 
road a succses. Others are the impossible. In their 
positions they generally wear that air of ‘don’t you 
come in here and bother me about rates or adjustments; 
you can’t know anything about the railroad business, 
as you are not expert in my line;’ and I am sorry to 
relate that these men sometimes belong to big systems 
that far exceed others in their operation. 

“I am sure the best thing that has happened to 
the railroads is the recent change in the commerce 
law, and the present investigations going on; they most 
certainly now appreciate that the shippers and public 
have some interests, and the severe cross-examination 
of the railroad people has gone a great way to impress 
it on their minds, and there will be a getting together 
now that will astonish everyone as soon as the sky 
has cleared somewhat.” 


Commission Wins Cattle Case 





St. Louis, Mo., November 11—The Southwestern 
live-stock rate case in the United States Circuit court 
was settled Saturday by the dismissal of the bill by 
Judges Sanborn, Van DeVanter and Adams. It is a 
verdict against the railroads, and upholds the efforts 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission in its enforce- 
ment of lower rates on live stock. 

The suit was an injunction proceeding filed in De- 
cember, 1908, to restrain the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission from forcing the railroads to reduce rates on 
live stock from Texas, Oklahoma and other states in 
the southwest to St. Louis, Kansas City, Memphis, 
Omaha, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and elsewhere. 
Forty-one railroad companies joined in the application, 
declaring that a reduction would cause them to lose 
money. 

Former Judge James A. Seddon was appointed spe 
cial master to make an investigation and report with 
recommendations to the court. His report was _ sub- 
mitted several months ago, in which his exhibits indi- 
eated that the lower rates would yield a good income 
to the railroads. On his recommendation the bill was 
dismissed. 

Exceptions to the special master’s report were made 
by the railroad companies. They were argued a few 


days ago before the judges and were overruled. 
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DEADLOCKED OVER SWITCHING 


Minority Decline to Assent to Compromise Agree- 
¢ ment to Govern Charges at Chicago 








An agreement which, it is claimed, would mark a new 
era in the relations between shippers and carriers and the 
success of two years’ hard labor by traffic men in an effort 
to reach a settlement of the switching rate problem in 
Chicago has been temporarily blocked by a small minority 
of the shippers. 

The central idea of the proposed agreement, which has 
proven acceptable to the majority, both of the shippers and 
carriers, though frankly conceded on both sides to fail to 
accord complete satisfaction, igs Chicago rates for Chicago 
—the Chicago rate to include free delivery on in and out- 
bound business anywhere within the Chicago switching dis- 
trict. To vitalize this plan, committees representing the 
Illinois Manufacturers’ association, the Chicago Asso- 
ciation of Commerce, Board of Trade and other com- 
mercial organizations of the city and representatives of 
the railroads have been in intermittent conference ever 
since the roads enjoined the enforcement of the intra- 
state charges promulgated by the Illinois railroad and 
warehouse commission in their famous rule 23. 
result, the following was tentatively agreed upon: 


As a 


PART I. 
APPLICATION OF CHICAGO RATES. 


A—Chicago rates to apply on all carload traffic to and from ail 
industries, warehouses and elevators provided with private 
sidings and located within the Chicago territory, as defined 
below in section B, the line bringing the traffic into or taking 
the traffic out of said district to absorb such connecting line 
switching charges as may be necessary to make delivery 
to or receive from such industries, warehouses and elevators 
when freight charges are $15 per car, or more, and where 
freight charges are less than $15 per car the rates will in- 
clude such portion of connecting lines’ switching charges 
as will leave the revenue of the carrier the same net revenue 
as would accrue after absorption of switching charges above 
authorized out of a charge of $15 per car. 

B—Definition of Chicago Territory.—On and within the follow- 
ing described boundary: Commencing at Lake Michigan at a 
point directly east of Clark Junction, Ind., thence from Clark 
Junction southwestwardly through Calumet to Grasselli, Ind., 
inclusive; thence via the Indiana Harbor Belt R. R. and C. I. 
& S. R. R. to and including Osborn, Ind.; thence via the N. 
Y. C. & St L. R. R. to Hammond, Ind., inclusive: thence 
westwardly to Liberty, Ill., inclusive; thence northwest to 
Dalton, Ill.; thence southwest to and including Harvey: 
thence northwest through Blue Island, IIll., inclusive; thence 
northwardly on and via the Indiana Harbor Belt R. R. 
through Chicago Ridge, Argo and McCook to Lagrange, III. 
inclusive; thence north through Broadview, Bellwood and 
Proviso to Franklin Park, Ill., inclusive; thence on and via 
the Wisconsin Central Ry. to Des Plaines, Ill., inclusive; 
thence southeast on and via the C. & N. W. Ry. to Chicago 
city limits; thence east along the Chicago city limits to Lake 
Michigan, also including Weber and Greenwood Avenue sta- 
tions on the Mayfair cut-off of the C. & N. W. Ry. 

C—Connecting Lines’ Switching.—On traffic other than grain, 
coal and coke, the connecting lines’ switching charge of the 
delivering or initial road to be not greater than 1 cent per 
ewt., minimum weight 60,000 pounds. 

D—Connecting line switching is hereby defined to be: 


(1) The movement of 4& loaded car from an elevator, ware- 
house, industry or place of business located upon any 
private siding to any connecting road at a junction 
point, or 

(2) The movement of a loaded car from any connecting rail- 
road at a junction point to any elevator, warehouse, 
oat or place of business located upon any private 
siding: 


Provided, the point from and the point to which the car 
Is switched are both within the limits of the Chicago terri- 
tory as defined above, and point at which the traffic orig!- 
nates or to which the traffic is destined is without Chicago 


territory. 
PART II. 


INDUSTRIAL SWITCHING. 
A—Industrial switching is hereby defined to be the movement 


of a loaded car from an elevator, warehouse, industry oF 
place of business located upon any private siding to ano ner 
elevator, warehouse, industry or place of business lo0c® ed 


upon any private siding, when point of origin and destination 
are both within the Chicago switching limits as defined 1" 
paragraph B, below: 
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B—Chiecago switching limits to be as follows: 





Penna. Co.— 

Indiana Harbor, Ind. 

Clark Junction, Ind. 

Hammond, Ind. 

Liberty, Ill., and north and west of these points. 

Pp. Cc. C. & St. L— 

Dalton, Ill., and north thereof. 

L. S. & M. S.— 

Indiana Harbor, Ind., and north and west thereof. 

M. C.— 

Gibson, Ind., and west and north thereof. 

cI & S.— 

Osborn, Ind., and north thereof. 

N. Y. C. & St. L.— 

Osborn, Ind., and west and north thereof. 

I. H. Belt— 

Commencing at and including Indiana Harbor, Ind., then 

south through Calumet, Grasselli and Gibson, Ind., to Os- 

born, Ind., inclusive; west of Gibson, through Hammond, 

Ind., Calumet Park and Dalton, Ill., to Blue Island, Iil., 

inclusive; thence northwardly through Chicago Ridge, 

Argo, McCook, Lagrange, Broadview, Bellewood and 

Proviso, Ill., to Franklin Park, Ill., inclusive, including 

its branches within these boundaries. 

. B. & Q.— 

Clyde, Ill., and east thereof. 

Cc. & N. W.— 

Fortieth Avenue, Chicago, shops and east and south 
thereof, including its Wood Street, Sixteenth Street and 
Stock Yards lines; north of Chicago shops through and 
including Cragin to Mayfair, thence southeast to and 
including Deering. 

Cc. M. & St. P.—Galewood and east and south thereof; May- 
fair and east and south thereof; south of Wilson avenue. 

C—Industrial Switching Charge: 

(1) Maximum industrial switching charge between two in- 
dustries located on the same road, 1% cents per cwt., 
minimum weight 60,000 pounds. 

(2) Between an industry on one raiJroad and an industry on 
another railroad, the entire charge not to exceed 1% 
cents per cwt., minimum weight 60,000 pounds. 

(3) Where three or more roads are required, the intermediate 
line’s or lines’ charge not to exceed 1% cents per cwt., 
minimum weight 60,000 pounds for each intermediate line. 

Note.—The foregoing industrial switching charges do not 
apply to grain, coal or coke. There is to be no change in 
the rates for switching on grain. 

D—No charge is to be made against any consignee or consignor 
for use of cars, per diem, or otherwise, than as shown above 
for the switching movement of any loaded car or cars, ex- 
cept demurrage charge assessed in accordance with rules of 
the Chicago Demurrage Bureau. No charge shall be made 
for the movement of any empty car preceding or succeeding 
a loaded car switching movement. 


It is freely conceded that this agreement gives neither 
side all they would like to have, but it seemed to the men 
handling the question the fairest settlement that could be 
reached and the shippers’ representatives believe it to be 
one of the best things ever done for the commercial inter- 
ests of Chicago. It is understood that many of the roads 
wanted greater concessions and were only with difficulty 
brought to yield their position to the general good. 


“The central idea,” said F. B. Montgomery, chair- 
man of the traffic committee of the [Illinois Manufac- 
turers’ association, “is Chicago rates for Chicago, which 
means that the Chicago rate includes the delivery within 
the Chicago switching district. Your traffic committee 
believes that the charges therein established for the 
movement of cars originating and ending in the Chicago 
district are fair and reasonable to the shipper; that the 
traffic originating and ending in the Chicago district 
amounts to but a very small percentage of the entire 
traffic handled in the district, the great bulk of traffic 
being taken care of as to its switching charges by the 
rate from point of origin to Chicago and from Chicago 
to destination, point of origin and destination in each 
case being outside the Chicago switching district. 


“It is the hope and the expectation of your committee 
that the adoption of this agreement may mark the be- 
ginning of a new era in relations between the shippers and 
the railroads, and it is believed that this agreement, when 
put into effect, will become the model for agreements be- 
tween shippers and railroads in all the great business cen- 
ters in the country. 
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“This agreement has been reached with the sole idea 
of serving the general good, and in that work your com- 
mittee, and the other committees, have laid aside their 
individual interests. 

“No rule ever has been, nor can be made, in matters of 
general interest, which will give to each individual all the 
advantages to which he thinks he is entitled. Bearing in 
mind the uncertainties of lawsuits, and the difficulty of 
getting all the great interests among the railroads and the 
shippers to agree upon something which shall be for the 
good of Chicago and its business, and feeling that the 
work has been done solely with a view to the general wel- 
fare, this report is submitted for your information. The 
various committees of the shippers and the railroads will 
join in an effort to secure the adoption of this agreement 
by the state railroad and warehouse commission.” 

In the opinion of the traffic committees of the 
various shippers’ associations which have been consid- 
ering the question, the agreement as proposed would 
redound to the great benefit of the city as a whole. 
Should, therefore, the opposition of the one or two 
interests that at present decline to assent to this plan 
prove sufficiently strong to prevent the adoption of this 
arrangement, it is felt that the odium of bringing two 
years’ hard labor to naught and, possibly, again throw- 
ing the switching question into court and industrial 
conditions at the mercies of the law’s delays must rest 
upon the objectors. ta) 

Conferences are being held, however, with the end 
in view of bringing the malcontents into line, and the 
hope is expressed that their dissent may be overcome. 


Craffic World Changes 


Frederick Sobotta has been appointed traveling 
freight solicitor of the Star Union line, with headquar- 
ters at Dallas, Tex., and Francis P. Gross succeeds Mr. 
Sobotta at St. Louis, Mo. 


C. F. Smith has been appointed general agent 
of the Louisiana Railway & Navigation company, with 
headquarters at Dallas, Tex., vice E. L. Whitney, as- 
signed to other duties. P. J. Rupp has been named 
to succeed Mr. Smith as traveling freight agent out of 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 





Maxwell Evarts, recently elected general counsel of 
the Oregon Short Line and the Oregon Railroad and 
Navigation company, has been appointed to the same 
capacity by the Union Pacific railroad. 


R. A. Jackson, formerly vice-president and gen- 
eral solicitor of the Rock Island lines, is now vice- 
president and general solicitor of the Great Northern 
railway, with headquarters in St. Paul. 


The Boston & Maine railroad has announced the 
following appointments: George H. Eaton, general freight 
agent, vice Thomas A. Dugan, deceased; Abel E. Pres- 
cott, assistant general freight agent, and J. P. Quilty, 
chief of rate bureau. 


E. B. Freeman has been appointed commercial agent 
of the Georgia, Florida & Alabama railway, with head- 
quarters at Jacksonville, Fla. 
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COMMISSION CALLS FOR DATA 


Interstate Board Asks Carriers for Detailed Informa- 
tion for Use in Eastern and Western Rate Cases 








Washington, D. C., November 11.—Notice has been 
served upon carriers parties to the investigations into 
eastern and western rate advances, cases Nos. 3400 and 
3500, of the data they will be expected to furnish the 
Commission on or before December 5. 

First, the carriers are called upon to give figures 
for the months of April, May, June, July, August and 
September, 1907, 1908, 1909 and 1910, of average mileage 
operated, average mileage of main tracks, average num- 
ber of miles of road and main track maintained for 
each of these months; ton and train mile statistics; 
mumber of cubic yards of ballast applied, the average 
cost at point of production, or receipt from connecting 
earriers, and the average charge to operating expenses 
per cubic yard for further transportation to point of 
use, subdivided into rock, gravel, cinder and slag and 
other ballast; the number of tons of rails applied and 
the average cost thereof per ton at point and in con- 
dition of use, subdivided into new rails (bessemer proc- 
ess), new rails (open-hearth), old rails laid, old rails 
taken up (divided between second-hand or relaying 
rails and scrap) and other salvage, if any; full details 
as to ties used, character, cost and salvage. If the 
application of any of these materials resulted in addi- 
tions or betterments, the carriers are required to give 
full details and state the portions of cost chargeable 
to operating expenses and those chargeable to additions 
and betterments. The carriers are also required to 
state the number of tons of fuel consumed in train 
service and the average cost thereof at point of issue. 

The second demand calls for data for the same 
months and years on total operating revenues and a 
division of operating expenses into the sub-accounts as 
prescribed for the railroads by the accounting rules 
of the Commission. On the third call the following 
data with respect to the various types of equipment is 
asked for: Number retired, average date of placing 
in the service the locomotives (or passenger or freight 
train cars) retired during the month, original cost of 
equipment retired, book value at the close of June 30, 
1907, inventory value the same date, depreciation ac- 
erued prior to that time, depreciation accrued subse- 
quent to the close of the fiscal year of 1907, amount 
credited to cost of equipment on retirement, amount 
credited to replacement reserves on retirement, amount 
charged to renewals account in operating expenses on 
retirement, amount charged to materials and supplies 
on account of salvage on retirement and amount charged 
to cash or accounts receivable on account of liability 
of other carriers, insurers, and other persons for dam- 
ages necessitating retirement. 

The carriers are also required to state whether 
their equipment was inventoried and valued as of June 

30, 1907, or later, and what entries, if any, were made 
on the books of account in respect of differences be- 
tween the book value and the inventory value of the 
equipment as of the date, or dates, of such inventories. 

It is the last three statements called for by the 
Commission that have, however, attracted the greatest 
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attention. These, as described in the official circular, 
are: 


5. State in detail for each authorization since the 
date of creation of the respondent company, made by 
its board of directors, managers, or trustees, for the 
issue of stocks or of bonds, notes, or, other evidences 
of indebtedness (both stocks and evidences of indebted. 
ness being hereinafter designated by the term “securi- 
ties”) maturing later than one year after the actual 
issue thereof: 

“(a) The date of the authorization. 

“(b) The text of the authorization as shown by the 
records of the respondent company, including the amount 
authorized, and the purpose or purposes for which av- 
thorized and all restrictions or regulations governing 
the issue of the said securities, also defining all mort- 
gage or other liens authorized to secure the payment 
of interest or dividends on the said securities or of the 
principal thereof at maturity. 

“(c) Description of all property, real or personal, 
tangible or intangible (including all contracts and all 
choses in action of every nature, and all franchises), 
mortgaged or pledged for the purpose of securing the 
performance of all contracts involved in or resulting 
from the issuance of the said securities, together with 
all conditions of the mortgages or contracts of pledge 
covering such property. 

“(d) The terms of all promises of the respondent 
company involved in the issuance of the said securities, 
including, among other particulars, the times and 
amounts of all payments of money or other things of 
value promised to be made by the respondent company, 
whether of interest or principal, and whether to be 
made at or before maturity. 

“(e) The terms of all contracts (whether oral or 
written) made by the respondent company with bankers, 
brokers, syndicates, and other agencies for selling or 
distributing the said securities, including herein a state 
ment of all fees, commissions and other things of value 
paid or to be paid to such agencies for their services 
in such sale or distribution. 

“(f) The expense of preparing all necessary papers 
connected with the issuance of securities under the 
authorization, such as drafting, printing and filing mort- 
gages, including all filing taxes or fees, fees for reg- 
istering and recording, and other like charges required 
by law in connection therewith, the cost of engraving 
and printing bonds, of certification and registration of 
bonds and other securities prior to issue, fees paid 
trustees under mortgages preliminary to issue of securi- 
ties thereunder, and all other disbursements and charges 
incurred preliminary to and necessitated by the issue of 
such securities, showing in connection therewith the 
disposition made of all such charges in the accounts 
of the respondent company. 

“(g) The gross proceeds to the respondent com- 
pany of each such issue, classified into (1) cash (iD 
cluding herein money, checks, drafts, bills of exchange 
and other commercial paper payable at sight and real 
ized on at par upon demand), promissory notes realized 
on at par upon demand or subsequently with interest 
from date of issue of the said securities issued by the 
respondent company, and book accounts realized on at 
par with interest from date of issue of the said secuti- 
ties (and if with interest in any case state the respective 
rates of interest); (2) tangible property, naming the 
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persons from whom received, showing the connection of 
such persons (offcial or otherwise) with the respondent 
company, and particularly describing the property re- 
ceived; (3) services of persons, naming the persons and 
particularly describing the services rendered by each, 
and stating the par value of each of the several securi- 
ties issued in payment therefor; (4) and all ‘other 
things of value received, particularly describing such 
things and naming the persons from whom received, 
or, if received under a general offer from all persons 
of a class, describing such class of persons. In con- 
nection with the description of proceeds, show the par 
value of the amount of each security issued therefor; 
(5) the actual cash value of the proceeds realized (other 
than cash, as described under g1) upon the issue of 
any security; if less or greater than the par value of 
the security issued therefor and the interest accrued 
and unpaid on such security at the time of actual issue, 
state the amount by which such actual cash value was 
less or greater than such par and accrued interest. 

“(h) The accounts charged and the accounts cred- 
ited and the amounts of such charges and credits in 
connection with each of the said issues, naming the 
specific accounts. 

“(i) The terms and amounts of all liens (existing 
at the time of acquisition of property) upon property 
acquired as the whole or part of the proceeds of any 
issue of securities, subdivided as between (1) liens, the 
payment or discharge of which has been assumed by 
the respondent company; and (2) liens, the payment or 
discharge of which has not been assumed by the re- 
spondent company. In this connection show the dis- 
position made of each lien (whether of class 1 or of 
class 2, as above described) in the accounts of the 
respondent company. 

“(j) The terms and amounts of all liens (existing 
at the time of acquisition of property) upon property 
purchased for cash, subdivided as between (1) liens, the 
payment or discharge of which has been assumed by 
the respondent company; and (2) liens, the payment 
or discharge of which has not been assumed by the 
respondent company. In this connection show the dis- 
position made of each lien (whether of class 1 or of 
class 2, as above described) in the accounts of the 
respondent company. 

“§. State hereunder for each of the securities is- 
sued or assumed by the respondent company (whether 
at the time of organization or subsequently) all dis- 
bursements made to the holders thereof because of 
such holdings, whether as interest, dividends or pay- 
ments to apply in partial or entire discharge of prin- 
cipal. This inquiry covers not only disbursements of 
cash, but also all gifts or payments of privileges or 
other things of value, and includes among others all 
rights of subscription to issues of securities at specified 
prices. In case of such things other than cash, give 
the cash value thereof at time of gift or payment, and 
where such rights or other things were bought and 
sold or offered for sale or bid on for purchase on stock 
exchanges, give the maximum and minimum market 
prices, actual if possible, and if no actual prices are 
known, then the ‘bid’ and ‘ask’ prices quoted. Give 
also the particulars called for concerning amounts (par 
value) actually outstanding at various times with respect 
to each security, and the amounts issued. These par- 
ticulars should be classified by the years ended June 
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30 so far as practicable; where impracticable to classify 
by such dates, they may be classified by the fiscal years 
according to which the respondent company made its 
reports to stockholders. 

“7, State hereunder all amounts of earnings and 
profits (whether from operation or from other sources) 
of the respondent company, applied: 

“(a) To the purchase of equipment, describing and 
classifying all equipment so purchased. 

“(b) To other additions and betterments, describing 
and classifying such additions and betterments. 

“(c) To sinking funds, naming such funds and the 
obligations in support of which they are established. 

“(d) To other purposes than the foregoing (ex- 
cepting herefrom dividends and other disbursements to 
security holders, called for in a preceding inquiry), 
giving in connection with each a_ statement of its 
purpose.” 





Lumbermen to Confer 





A call for a general meeting of lumber traffic officials 
has been issued by Secretary George E. Watson of the 
Southern Cypress Manufacturers’ association. The Hotel 
Grunewald, New Orleans, has been selected as the place 
of meeting and November 17, 1910, the date. It is pro- 
posed to take up all questions of interest to the traffic 
men in this commodity except rates. 

Mr. Watson’s letter follows: 

“There can be no doubt that the greatest problems 
confronting the lumbermen of the United States to-day 
have to do, in one way or another, with transportation. 
While questions of rate predominate, they are by no 
means the whole thing nor do they present the greatest 
difficulties. Rate matters are almost invariably local and 
can be handled satisfactorily only by those who are af- 
fected by them, whereas there are other problems of a 
national character concerning which the whole shipping 
public is to-day entirely at sea. 

“Lumber, being a commodity upon which sales are 
made by the thousand feet and the transportation charges 
paid by the hundred pounds, contends with more difficul- 
ties than any other great product manufactured in this 
country, and there has been little or no concerted effort 
made by lumbermen to bring things to an equitable ad- 
justment. Lumber claims are admittedly the hardest to 
handle, and the hardest of these are those pertaining to 
weights, 

“After much inquiry and many conferences, it has 
been decided to call a general meeting of those in the 
employ of lumbermen who have to do with lumber traffic 
matters, for the purpose of having a conference upon all 
traffic matters, with the exception of rates. It is be- 
lieved that such a meeting can outline a policy with ref- 
erence to methods of weighing lumber, so that all can 
fight for the same thing, and ultimately bring some order 
out of the present chaos. Such a meeting can also take 
up the great question of simplification of tariffs and it 
can discuss methods of filing claims and the thousand 
other problems which are almost daily before the lumber- 
men. If deemed expedient, an association can be formed, 
with committees to handle the various subjects, and it 
is believed that much more can be accomplished by such 
an organization than by any individual.” 











LEADING COMMERCIAL AND 
TRAFFIC ORGANIZATIONS 


The National Industrial Traffic League. 
Object—The object of this league is 
to interchange ideas concerning traffic 
matters, to co-operate with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, state ralil- 
road commissions and transportation 
companies in promoting and securing 
better understanding by the public and 
the state and national governments of 
the needs of the traffic world; to secure 
proper legislation where deemed neces- 
sary, and the modification of present 
laws where considered harmful to the 
free interchange of commerce; with the 
view to advance fair dealing and to 
promote, conserve and protect the com- 
mercial and transportation interests. 
Membership—Those eligible as members 
are traffic directors, managers, com- 
missioners or other officials in charge 
of traffic of industrial or commercial 
organizations and traffic officers of rep- 
resentative shipping concerns in the 
United States. 


J. C. Lincoln, President 
Comm’r Merchants’ Exchange Traffic 
Bureau, St. Louis, Mo. 
Ww. M. Hopkins, Vice-President 
Mer. Transp. Dept. Board of Trade, 
Chicago, Ill. 
W. E. Cooke, Secretary-Treasurer 
T. M. Automatic Electric Co., Chi- 
eago, Ill. 





































































fficers 


ILLINOIS. 
Lake Bg Manufacturers’ Association, 
E. gwick, Pres., Waukegan. 
ational Pamaindion of Agricultural Im- 
ate ap and Vehicle Manufacturers, 
Evans, Sec.. Chicago. 
Sterling 
Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ 
Association, 
In charge of traffic of industries at 
Sterling and Rock Falls, Ill 


EB. F. Lawrence............0..: President 
Ae 0 eee Vice-President 
ie Ua WEE Bhaee ene Secretary-Treasurer 
Ws. Me I, owicsded. cw Traffic Manager 
MINNESOTA. 


Northern Pine Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, H. S. Childs, Sec., Minneapolis. 


MISSOURI. 

Business Men’s League, P. W. Coyle, 
Comm’r, 614 Bank of Commerce Bidg., 
St. Louis. 

Commercial Club, H. G. Krake, Comm’r, 
St. Joseph. 

Kansas City Transportation Bureau of the 
Commercial Club, Wilson, 
Comm’r, 105-6-7 ‘Board of Trade Bldg., 
Kansas City. 


NEW YORK. 
Albany Chamber of Commerce, Wm. B. 
Jones, Sec., 95 State St., Albany. 
National Wholesale Grocers’ Association, 
Beckman, Sec., 
New York. 
OHIO. 
Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, Munson 
A. Havens, Sec., Cleveland. 





WISCONSIN. 
Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Associla- 
tion, Wm. G. Bruce, Sec., 46 University 
Bldg., Milwaukee. 


TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Traffic Club of New York, Chas. F. 
Moore, Pres.; C. A. Swope, Sec. 
The Traffic Club of Chicago, John T. 
Stockton, Pres. Guy 8S. McCabe, Sec. 
The Traffic Club of Philadelphia, Edw. 
Knight, Pres. H. C. Trumbower, Sec. 
The Traffic Club of St. Louls, Geo. J. 
Tansey, Pres. A. F. Versen, Sec.-Treas. 
The Traffic Club of Pittsburg, O. M. Ells- 
worth, Pres. T. J. Walters, Sec. 
bi Transportation Club of indianapolis, 
J. Blaker, Pres. L. E. Stone, Sec. 
rhe Transportation Club’ of Loulsville, 
Alfred Brandeis, Pres. W. E. Cham- 
bers, Sec 
The Transportation Club of Toledo, 
Thomas Conlon, Pres. L. G. Macomber, 


Bec. 

The Traffic Club of St. Paul, J. R. Jones, 
Pres. A. L, Bowker, Sec. 

The Traffic Club of Newark, Chas. Mil- 
bauer, Pres. E. G. Weil, Sec. 
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COMPLAINTS BEFORE COMMISSION 





Digest of Petitions Lodged with Interstate Commerce Board During 


Past Week 


Abeles, Charles T., & Co., The, of Lit- 


tle Rock, Ark., vs, St. L. &. W., T 
oe a ow. S.C. SC. Ee ee ke 
Stich Rh. MB. OSB. Por Ri BA OE 
&W.C. R. 1. & P., L. & N.A. T. 
& S. F., St. L. & S. F., Vandalia, and 
Terminal R, R. Assn. of St, Louis 
(8632). 


Complainant alleges that in the 
course of its business it received at 
Little Rock, Ark., certain carload 
shipments of window glass on which 
the rates charged by defendants 
were excessive, unreasonable and 
unjust, and that because of such 
rates complainant is put to great 
disadvantage in the marketing of its 
products. 


Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from said violation, 
to put in force more reasonable and 
just rates, and asks reparation for 
injuries sustained in such sum as the 
Commission may consider reasona- 
ble and just. 


G. M. Stephen, attorney for com- 
plainant, Chicago, Ill. 


Acme Cement Plaster Co., St. Louis, 


Mo., vs. Pere M., 
(3599). 


Complainant alleges that during 
the months of January and Febru- 
ary, 1910, it shipped from Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to Oglesby, II. 
twelve carloads of crushed gypsum 
rock, weight 792,800 pounds, rate 
9% cents per 100 pounds, charges 
collected $754.04. Complainant al- 
leges that the rate charged and 
collected by the defendants was 
excessive, unreasonable and unjust 
and contends that a just and rea- 
sonable rate for the transportation 
of above shipment is and ought 
not to exceed 8 cents per 100 
pounds. 


Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, and to cease and desist 
from said violation and asks rep- 
aration in the sum of $119.80. 

W. E. Fissel, attorney, 320 Rialto 
bidg., St. Louis, Mo. 


Cc. M. & St. P. 


Adrian Wire Fence Co., Michigan 


Wire Fence Co., Monark Fence Co., 
The Lamb Fence Co. and Anthony 
Fence Co., vs. L. S. & M. &S., B. R. 
& P., Wabash, Pitts. & L. E., Erie 
Railroad, B. & O. R. R., D. T. & L., 
et al. (3611). 


Complainants allege that rates 
from Pittsburg, Pa., to Adrian and 
Tecumseh, Mich., and from Adrian 
and Tecumseh, Mich., to Chicago, 
Ill., are excessive, unreasonable and 
unjust. Complainants pray that af- 
ter due hearing and. investigation, 
defendants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, and to put in force 






such rates as Commission may con- 
sider the complainants entitled to. 


Baxter, G. S., & Co. of Jacksonville, 


Fla., vs. Ga. Sou. & Fla. (3594). 

Complainant alleges that the 
rates charged by the defendant on 
crossties from points in Georgia to 
Jacksonville, Fla., are excessive, 
unreasonable and _ unjust. Com- 
plainant alleges that they have 
made demand on the defendant 
for a refund on account of the ex- 
cessive and unjust rate charged by 
them, but have been refused. Com- 
plainant alleges that the defendant 
has charged them for carload ship- 
ments of crossties on interstate 
shipments, on basis of 24,000 
pounds per car, excess in propor- 
tion, whereas the correct basis in 
accordance with supplement 5 to 
Rate Issue No. 713, I. C. C. No. 
249, effective April 6, 1908, pub- 
lished by defendant is 32,000 pounds 
per car, excess in proportion, and 
further by defendant reducing its 
rates in carload lot to cents and 
tenths of cents per 100 pounds. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ant be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation and asks reparation 
in the sum of $5,324.18. 

The Claim & Adjustment, Co., 
Waycross, Ga. 


Berlin Machine Works of Beloit, Wis. 


vs. BL. & OS. W., CL & L., C. & 
N. W. (3625). 


Complainant alleges that on or 
about Sept. 9, 1909, it shipped one 
second-hand wood-working machine 
with various machine parts from 
Loogootee, Ind., to Beloit, Wis. 
charges assessed and collected $48.- 
16, at a rate of 86c per 100 lbs. 

Complainant alleges that rates 
charged were unjust and unreason- 
able and prays that after due hear- 
ing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges, 
to cease and desist from said vi0- 
lation, to put in force more reason- 
able*and just rates, and asks repar- 
ation in the sum of $20.44, with in- 
terest, 

Bollman Co., John, of San Francisco, 
Cal., vs. B. & O. and A. T. & S. F. 
(3598). 

Complainant alleges that the Dia- 
mond State Fiber Co., at Ellsmere, 
Del., shipped via lines of defend- 
ants to complainant at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., on Jan. 5, 1910, twelve 
fibroid trucks, packed in six crates, 
gross weight 1,570 pounds, ship- 
ment being billed at first-class rate 
of $3 per 100 pounds, charges as 
sessed and collected $101.34. Com- 
plainant aileges that gross weight 
of trucks was 130 pounds, that in- 

voice price was $7.10 each; that 

total value of shipment was $85.20, 
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against freight charges assessed of 
$101.34. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates and asks 
reparation in the sum of $71.51. 

W. R. Perkins, 11 Fifth ave., 
New York, N. Y., attorney for com- 
plainant. 


Bowser, S. J., & Co., of Fort Wayne, 


Ind., vs. P.R. KR. C. &N. W.,C. St. 
P.M. &0O.,C. R. R. of N. J. and 
Ill. Cent. (3653). 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
charged on L. C. L, shipments of oil 
tanks, pumps and pipes between Ft. 
Wayne, Ind., and various points are 
excessive, unreasonable and unjust. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer. such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violations, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $5.12, or 
such other sum as the Commission 
may consider the complainant en- 
titled to. 


Carlos-Veitch, Birmingham, Ala., vs. 


Seaboard Air Line (3612). 
Complainant alleges it shipped be- 
tween dates of Nov. 15, 1909, and 
Jan. 1, 1910, five carloads of cotton 
seed hulls, at*rate of $3.40 per ton. 
Complainant alleges that this rate 
exceeds legally published rate of 
$2.50 per ton. as shown in supple- 
ment 42 to defendant’s tariff I. C. C. 
No. 3315. Complainant prays that 
after due hearing and investigation, 
defendants be made to answer such 
charges and to cease and desist from 
said violation and to restore the 
legal rate of $2.50 per ton, and 
asks reparation in the sum of $85.63. 
J. P. Slatter, attorney. 


Carstens Packing Co. vs. Ore. & 


Wash. R. R., Gt. Nor. and Nor. Pac. 
(3602). 

Complainant alleges that for some 
time prior to the extension of Ore. 
& Wash. R. R. Co.’s lines from 
Portland, Ore., Tacoma and Seattle, 
Wash., the rate on fresh meat in 
both directions between Portland, 
Ore., and Tacoma and “Seattle, 
Wash., was, compared with live 
stock rates from Portland north- 
bound, a fair rate, but since the 
establishment of service on said 
line this defendant has caused a re- 
duction in rates on fresh meats and 
packing house products, while no 
corresponding reduction has been 
made in the rates on live stock, from 
Portland, Ore., to Tacoma and Se- 
attle, Wash, 

Complaint alleges that in order 
to compete with packers located at 
Portland, Ore., it will be necessary 
for complainant to make a reduc- 
tion in live stock rates. 

Complainant prays that defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the difference between 
the amount paid by it for the trans- 
portation of live stock from Port- 
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land, Ore., to Tacoma, Wash., from 
Sept. 25, 1910, to date such order 
of the Commission may take effect, 
and whatsoever rates the Commis- 
sion may consider to be reasonable. 


Carstens Packing Co. vs. Sou. Pac., 


and Ore. & Wash. R. R. (3613). 
Complainant alleges that during 
the months of April and May com- 
plainant ordered of defendants dou- 
ble deck cars for the transporta- 
tion of sheep, but in each instance 
single deck cars were furnished and 
charges were assessed on basis of 
single deck cars; that in April, 1910, 
complainant tendered to defend- 
ants its own double deck cars for 
movement, empty, with charge to 
certain points in California; but de- 
fendants after having agreed to ac- 
cept later refused to move them to 
California points, although they 
could not or would not furnish. dou- 
ble deck cars themselves. Com- 
plainant alleges that rates pub- 
lished are unreasonable and unjust 
to the extent that they are higher 
than rates on fresh meats moving 
in same direction, and prays that 
after due hearing and investiga- 
tion defendants be made to answer 
such charges, to cease and desist 
from said violation, and to put in 
force more reasonable and just 
rates, and asks reparation in the 
sum of $3,573.00, with interest. 


Chestnut Lumber Co. of Montgomery, 


Ala., vs. L. & N., P. C. C. & St. L. 
(3619). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about July 28, 1909, it shipped one 
earload of yellow pine lumber, 
weight 42,200 lbs., from Brewton, 
Ala., to Drake, Pa., charges assessed 
and collected, $143.48, at rate of 
34c per 100 Ibs. 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
charged were unreasonable and un- 
just and prays that after due hear- 
ing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges, 
to cease and desist from such vio- 
lations, to put in force more rea- 
sonable and just rates and asks 
reparation in the sum of $12.66. 

Wilson & Barksdale, Claude W. 
Owens, Washington, D. C., attor- 
neys for complainant. 


Central Iron & Coal Co. of Holt, Ala., 


vs, M. K. & T. of Texas, Vicks. S. & 
P., Ala. & Vicks., Ala. Gt. Sou., and 
M. & O. (3644). 

Coiplainant alleges that between 
the dates of January 24, 1908, and 
January 29, 1908, it shipped thirty- 
two cars of iron ore from Orrs, Tex., 
to Holt, Ala., at rate of $1.50 per net 
ton, from Orrs, Tex., to Meridian, 
Miss., and a rate of 50c per gross ton 
from Meridian, Miss., to Holt, Ala. 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
charged by defendants were excess- 
ive, unreasonable and unjust, and 
prays that after due hearing and in- 
vestigation defendants be made to 
answer such charges, to cease and 
desist from said violation, to put in 
force more reasonable and just rates, 
and asks reparation in the sum of 
$124.05. 


Central Trust Co., of Illinois, trustee, 


the Agar Packing Co, of Des Moines, 
Ia., vs. C, R. I. & P. (3648). 
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Complainant alleges that on July 
12, 1909, it shipped one carload of 
tallow from Des Moines, Ia., to 
Wichita, Kan., charges assessed and 
collected $148.70, at rate of 48%c per 
100 lbs. 


Complainant alleges that the rates 
charged are excessive, unreasonable 
and unjust and prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defendant 
be made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from such violation, 
to put in force more reasonable and 
just rates and asks reparation in 
such sum as the Commission may 
deem complanant entitled to. 


Chestnut Lumber Co. of Montgomery, 


Ala., vs. L. & N., and N. C. & St. L. 
(3620). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about Feb. 15, 1909, it shipped one 
carload of lumber from Aycock, 
Fla., to Petersburg, Tenn., charges 
assessed and collected $81.00, at 
rate of 27c per 100 lbs., an over- 
charge of $9.00, and that on or about 
Jan. 26, 1909, it shipped from Sam- 
son, Ala., to Murfreesboro, Tenn., 
one carload of lumber, charges 
assessed and collected $84.84, at the 
rate of 23%c per 100 Ibs., an over- 
charge of $5.42; that on or about 
Aug. 12, 1908, it shipped from Pine 
Barren, Fla., to Manchester, Tenn., 
one carload of lumber, charges 
assessed and collected $91.00, at rate 
of 26c per 100 lIbs., an overcharge 
of $7.00. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violations, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $21.42, or 
such other sum as the Commission 
may consider complainant entitled 
to. 

Wilson & Barksdale and Claude 
W. Owens, Washington, D. C., at- 
torneys for complainant. 


Cannon Mfg. Co., Concord, N. C., 


ve. Sou. Ry... WL. LB. B.S 
Tex. & Pac., G. H. & S. A., Sou. 
Pac., N. O. & N. W., La. West., 
M. L. & T. (3590). 

Complainant alleges that on July 
18 and 15, 1910, it shipped from 
Concord and Kannapolis, N. C., to 
San Francisco, Cal., two carloads 
of common cotton towels, weight 
63,728 pounds, rate $1.28 per 100 
pounds. 

Complainant alleges that upon 
arrival of shipment at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., it was compelled to pay 
to defendants the sum of $585.57, 
or equal to a rate of $2.20 per 100 
pounds. Complainant claims that 
the rate charged and collected by 
defendants is excessive, unreason- 
able and unjust and prays that 
after due hearing and investigation 
defendants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said -violation and asks that de- 
fendants be made to change their 
classification and to refund to com- 
plainant such amount as the Com- 
mission may deem reasonable and 
just. 


Consolidated Water Power & Paper 
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Co. of Grand Rapids, Wis., vs. San 
P., Los. A. & S. L., Union Pac. and 
C. M. & St. P. (3603). 

Complainant alleges that on Nov. 
17, 1909, the Times Mirrow Printing 
& Binding House at Los Angeles, 
Cal., made a shipment to this com- 
plainant of 110 cases of flat printing 
paper, weight 23,665 Ibs.; that 
shipper had’ it clearly understood 
with the originating line that the 
actual weight of the entire consign- 
ment would be 60,000 Ibs. or more, 
and that shipper would use two 
cars in loading goods, as it was not 
possible for the originating line to 
furnish a large enough car to carry 
the entire shipment, and it was 
with this understanding that the 
shipment was to be billed out as 
One consignment, thereby receiving 
the benefit of the actual weight on 
the entire shipment. 

Complainant alleges that through 
error on the part of the originating 
line the second car did not go for- 
ward until] two days after the first 
car, and another bill of lading issued 
on the same, conseyuently minimum 
weight of 30,000 lbs. was applied, 
the charge being assessed on the 
actual weight of 61,080 lbs. for the 
first car, and 30,000 Ibs. for the 
second car, charges collected $608.- 
10, compelling the complainant to 
pay an overcharge of $47.51. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
such violations and asks reparation 
in the sum of $47.51. 


Crabtree, C. J., vs, O. R. & N. and O. 


S. L. (3635). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about August 9, 1909, he shipped one 
carload of onions from Walla Walla, 
Wash., to Salt Lake City, Utah, 
charges assessed and collected $256, 
at a rate of 80c per 100 Ibs. 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
charged by defendants are unreason- 
able and unjust and prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendants be made to answer such 


charges, to cease and desist from . 


such violations, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $57.60. 


Dells Paper & Pulp Co., Eau Claire, 


Wis., vs. C. & N. W., C. B. & Q,, 
K. C, Sou., and St. L. S. W. of 
Tex. (3624). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about Dec. 17, 1909, it shipped one 
carload of news printing paper from 
Combined Locks, Wis., to Dallas, 
Tex., charges assessed and collected 
$291.77 at rate of 77% cents per 
100 lbs. Complainant alleges that 
at time of shipment there was in 
effect in Southwestern Lines Tariff 
No. 1A, I. C. C. No. 6138, a rate of 
69 cents and: that rate charged of 
77% cents is unreasonable and un- 
just. Complainant prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendant be made to answer such 
charges, and to cease and desist 
from said violation, and to put in 
force more reasonable and just 
rates, and asks reparation in the 
sum of $32.43. ’ 
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Hlectric Malting Co., The, vs. A. T. 


& S. F. (3600). 

Complainant alleges that defend- 
ants have established and main- 
tained the rate of 65 cents per 100 
pounds, on carload shipments of 
malted barley, from Minneapolis, 
Minn., to Oakland, San Francisco 
and Los Angeles, Cal.; that defend- 
ant carriers have established and 
maintained the rate of 55 cents per 
100 pounds, on carload shipments 
of raw or unmalted barley, corn, 
rye, oats and speltz, from and to 
Same points; that complainant, be- 
tween Aug. 1, 1909, and Oct. 1, 
1910, in the course of its business 
made various shipments of malted 
barley in carload lots, from Minn- 
apolis, Minn., to Oakland, San Fran- 
esco and Los Angeles, Cal., rates 
on which were unreasonable and 
unjust, resulting in an overcharge 
of 10 cents per 100 pounds. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates and asks 
reparation in such sum over rea- 
sonable and just rates which Com- 
mission may consider complainant 
entitled to. 


Empson Packing Co., of Longmont, 


Colo., vs. Colo. Mid., Union Pac., 
A. T. & 8. F., Colo. & Sou., D. & R. 
G., et al (3615). 


Complainant alleges that the rates 
on canned goods from Colorado 
points to California Terminals and 
from Colorado points to northern 
Pacific Coast Terminals, are exces- 
sive, unreasonable and unjust, and 
are discriminatory against com- 
plainant and in favor of shippers 
east of Colorado points, 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, and to put in force 
such rates as the Commission may 
consider just and reasonable, and 
asks reparation in the sum of 
$146.48, with interest at the rate of 
6 per cent. 


Federal Cigar Co. vs. Ill. Term. Co., 


Wabash, C. C. C. & St. L., C. & O., 
Pa. Co. and P. R. R. (3597). 


Complainant alleges that the IIli- 


nois Glass Co., at Alton, MIIl.,. 


shipped by lines of defendants con- 
signments of glass jars used as 
carriers or wrappers for tobacco, 
and in error described them in bill 
of lading as “tobacco jars,” defend- 
ants collecting charges in each case 
on basis of first-class rates ap- 
plicable on “tobacco jars,” which 
are ornamental and expensive jars 
used by consumers. for purpose of 
keeping their tobacco in a cr” 
spicuously ornamental package; 
that common glass jars used by 
shipper as a wrapper, on account 
of their low cost and utility, are 
prohibited by United States inter- 
nal revenue laws from being used 
a second time for tobacco in any 
form, and should not be classified 
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under “tobacco jars” used by con- 
sumer for his tobacco. 

Complainant alleges that ship- 
ments complained of were not the 
“tobacco jars” of commerce con- 
templated by Official Classification 
No. 33, or the “decorated jar’ pro- 
vided for in Official Classification 
No. 34, but were, under Official 
Classification No. 32, correctly rata- 
ble as glass jars, N. O. S. 

Complainant alleges that rates 
charged by defendants were unrea- 
sonable and unjust, and prays that 
after due hearing and investigation 
defendants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, and asks reparation 
in the sum of $64.84. 

W. R. Perkins, attorney for com- 
plainant. 


Folmer, C. C., & Co. of Grand Rapids, 


Mich., vs. Bellingham Bay & B, C., 
Gt. Nor. and Mutual Trans. Co. 
(3617). 

Complainant alleges that the de- 
fendants issued Oct. 4, 1909, a bill 
of lading to complainant on one car- 
load of cedar shingles from Maple 
Falls, Wash., to Superior Dock, Wis., 
then consigned to Millar Bros, Lum- 
ber Co., Gasport, N. Y., via lake and 
rail route; that Nov. 19, 1909, com- 
plainant was notified by the de- 
fendants that this shipment could 
not be forwarded, lake navigation 
having closed for the season. Com- 
plainant alleges that as it was ne 
cessary for the car to go forward, 
it had to be shipped at all rail rates, 
and as bill of lading was issued 
Oct, 4, 1909, and Nov. 15, 1909 being 
the date of expiration of lake and 
rail rates, the transportation com- 
panies are obliged to take shipment 
at lake-and-rai] rates as in bill of 
lading, 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
charged by defendants were uwn- 
reasonable and unjust, and prays 
that after due hearing and investi- 
gation defendants be made to 
answer such charges, to cease and 
desist from said violation, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $39.70, 
with interest. 


Follmer, C. C., & Co. of Grand Rapids, 


Mich., vs. D. S. 8S. &A.,G. R. &l, 
Pa. Co., P. R. R. and Long Island 
R. R. (3655). 

Complainant alleges that it shipped 
one carload of shingles from Macki- 
naw City, Mich., to Long Island City, 
N. Y., charges assessed and col- 
lected $531.64, 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $194.84, 
with interest. 

Giles, H. S., & Co. vs. Sou. Pac. et al. 

(3589). 

Complainant alleges that defend- 
ants had demanded and exacted and 
still demand and exact from com- 
plainant, for the transportation of 
freight from and to points show2 
in Trans.-Cont. Frt. Bureau Red. W. 
B. 4-G, I. C, C..No. 919, unjust and 
unreasonable rates; that the result 





Novemb 


of the 
a con 
Willie 
state 
geogr 
titles 
and 
Cor 
heari) 
ants 
charg 
said 
such 
order 
Ed\ 
Hunt 
of Or 


Golding 
vs. P 
Co! 
the 1 
quire 
i: aap 
for ; 
Engli 
phia, 
was 
be 7 
allege 
form: 
ants’ 
of cl 
lectec 
ton. 
Col 
heari 
ants 
charg 
said 
reaso 
repar 
such 
may 


Goodm: 





con- 


ship- 
, the 

con- 
ation 

pro- 
ation 
ficial 
rata- 


rates 
nrea- 

that 
ation 
such 
from 
ation 


com- 


ipids, 
Cc, 
Co. 


e de- 
2 bill 
@ car- 
Maple 
Wis., 
Lum.- 
e and 
com- 
e de- 
could 
zation 
Com- 
is ne 
‘ward, 
rates, 
issued 
being 
e and 
com- 
pment 
ill of 


> rates 
e unD- 
prays 
nvesti- 
je to 
se and 
d asks 
$39.70, 


Rapids, 
&. & lL, 
Island 


hipped 
Mackti- 
d City, 
1d col- 


ter due 
defend- 
- such 
it from 
e more 
1d asks 
$194.84, 


ce, et al. 


defend- 
ted and 
m com- 
ition of 

shown 
Red. W. 
ust and 
e result 


November 12, 1910 


of these rates has been to destroy 
a commercial advantage enjoyed by 
Williamette Valley cities in the 
state of Oregon, to which their 
geographical location naturally en- 
titles them; to the unjust prejudice 
and disadvantage of complainant. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, and to put in force 
such rates as the Commission may 
order. 

Edw. M. Cousin, Portland, Ore., 
Huntley Bros. Co., and Price Bros. 
of Oregon City, Ore. 


Golding Sons’ Co., Trenton, N. J., 


vs. P. & R. and P. R. R. (3577). 

Complainant alleges that during 
the month of October, 1909, it in- 
quired at the office of the P. & R. 
Ry., in the city of Trenton, N. J., 
for a rate on two carloads of 
English ball clay, from Philadel- 
phia, Pa., to Trenton, N. J., and 
was advised that the rate would 
be 70 cents per ton. Complainant 
alleges that, acting upon this in- 
formation, it shipped over defend- 
ants’ lines the said consignment 
of clay, charges assessed and col- 
lected $84.58 at a rate of $1.30 per 
ton. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates and asks 
reparation in the sum of $13, or 
such other sum as the Commission 
may deem proper. 


Goodman Mfg. Co. of Chicago. IIl., vs. 


PE. & W., P:R. R., Pa. Co., PP. & 
R., L. V., Erie & Chicago, and Erie 
R, R. (3645). 

Complainant alleges that in the 
course of its business it received at 
Chicago, I1l., from Wilmington, Del., 
certain shipments of iron car wheels 
at rate of 33c per 100 Ibs. 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
charged by defendants are unreason- 
able and unjust and put the com- 
plainant at a disadvantage in the 
marketing of its products, and that 
a just and reasonable rate would be 
25c per 100 Ibs. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such charges, 
to cease and desist from said viola- 
tion, and to put in force a rate of 
not more than 25c per 100 Ibs. 

G. M. Stephen, attorney for com- 
plainant, Chicago, Il, 


Great Western Portland Cement Co., 


Kansas City, Mo., vs. A. T. & S. F., 
Sou, Kansas Ry. of Tex., Pecos & 
Northwestern, Eastern Ry. of N. 
M., Santa Fe Prescott & Phenix, 
M. K. & T., and Grand Canyon Ry. 
(3593). 

Complainant alleges that the 
rates charged by defendants on 
cement from Mildred, Kan., to 
points in the Panhandle of Texas 
are excessive, unreasonable and un- 
just in comparison with the rates 
charged by the defendants to com- 
Detitive industries located .on the 


Santa Fe in Kansas and Oklahoma. 
Complainant claims that defend- 
ants, though requested by the com- 
plainant, have refused to establish 
a reasonable rate from Mildred, 
Kan., to points in the Panhandle 
of Texas. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges and to cease and desist 
from said violation and to put in 
force more reasonable and just 
rates. 

Chas. M. Blackman, attorney, 708 
American Bank bldg., Kansas City, 
Mo. * 


Haas, Albert, Lumber Co., The, of 


Atlanta, Ga, vs. L. & N., P. R. R., 
and P. C. C. & St. L. (3618). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about Sept. 5, 1907, it shipped from 
Central Mills, Ala., to Gray’s Ferry 
Station, Pa., one carload of lumber, 
charges collected $187.56, at rate of 
36c per 100 Ibs. 

Complainant alleges that rates 
charged by defendants were ex- 
cessive, unreasonable and unjust, 
and prays that after due hearing 
and investigation defendants be 
made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from said viola- 
tions, to put in force more reason- 
able and just rates and asks repar- 
ation in the sum of $36.47, or such 
other sum as the Commission may 
consider the complainant entitled 
to, 

Wilson & Barksdale and Claude 
W. Owen, Washington, D. C., at- 
torneys for complainant. 


Henry, Geo. D., of Fairfield, Ia., vs. 


The Eastern Ry. of N. M., South 
Kansas of Tex., Pecos & Nor. Tex., 
and A. T. & S, F. (3601). 

Complainant alleges that between 
the dates of Oct. 10, 1908, and Feb. 
20, 1909, he shipped seven double- 
deck carloads of sheep from Vaughn, 
N. M., to Tampa, Tex., and later on 
continued shipment to Kansas City, 
Mo., of five of the said cars on 
which the complainant was charged 
per car on the first part of the haul 
to Tampa, Tex., the full through 
rate of 41c on a minimum weight 
of 22,000 lbs., to Kansas City, Mo., 
freight assessed per car $90.20, plus 
an additional amount of $45.10, mak- 
ing a total through rate of $135.30. 

Complainant claims that a just 
and reasonable rate on this ship- 
ment should not exceed 40c per 100 
Ibs., on a minimum weight of 22,000 
Ibs., and was overcharged on five 
cars the sum of $236.50, 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, and to put in force 
a more reasonable and just rate and 
asks reparation in the sum of $236.- 
50, or such other sum as the Com- 
mission may consider the complain- 
ant entitled to. 


Huttig Mfg. Co. of Billings, Mont., vs, 


Cc. B. & Q., and Nor. Pac. (3626). 
Complainant alleges that on or 

about April 23, 1910, it shipped from 

Chehalis, Wash., to Billings, Mont., 
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one carload of fir doors, charges 
assessed and collected $594.90, at 
rate of $1.34 per 100 Ibs. 

Complainant alleges that rates 
charged were excessive and un- 
reasonable and prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to put in force more reason- 
able and just rates, and asks repa- 
ration in the sum of $284.82, or such 
other sum as the Commission may 
consider the complainant entiued 
to. 

Nickole & Wilsen, attorneys for 
complainant. 


Jackson Lumber Co. of Sumter, S. C., 


vs. Sou. Ry., and B. & O. (3621). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about Nov. 1, 1909, and on or about 
Oct, 18, 1909, it shipped from Dixie, 
S. C., to Star City, W. Va., con- 
signments of lumber, at rate of 
31%c per 100 Ibs. Complainant 
alleges that rate charged was un- 
reasonable and unjust, and prays 
that after due hearing and investi- 
gation defendants be made to an- 
swer such charges, to cease and de- 
sist from said violation, and to put 
in force more reasonable and just 
rates, and asks reparation in the 
sum of $51.05, or such other sum as 
the Commission may consider the 
complainant entitled to. 

Wilson & Barksdale and Claude 
W. Owen, attorneys for complain- 
ant. 


Johnson & Wimsatt, Washington, D. 


C., vs. the Tampa Northern, Sea- 
board Air Line, R. F. & P. and West 
Md. (3622). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about Sept. 17, 1909, it shipped one 
carload of lumber from Fivay Junc- 
tion, Fla., to Davis, W. Va., charges 
assessed and collected $170, at rate 
of 50 cents per 100 lbs. There was 
a refund made by agent of West 
Md. Railroad at Davis, W. Va., of 
$27.20, leaving a balance due of 
$17.00. Complainant prays that af- 
ter due hearing and investigation 
defendant be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation and to put in force 
such rates as Commission may deem 
reasonable and just, and asks re- 
paration in the sum of $17.00 or 
such other sum as the Commission 
ar consider complainant entitled 


Wilson & Barksdale and Chas. W. 
Owen, Washington, D. C. 


Kay, W. C., Co., The, of Ogden, Utah, 


vs. D. & R. G. (3604). 

Camplainant alleges that on the 
twelfth day of March, 1909, it offered 
to the defendant for shirment at 
Ogden, Utah, 78,085 lbs. of wheat, 
to be transported to Durango, Colo., 
in Union Pacific Car No. 68598, at a 
rate of 50c per 100 Ibs, 

Complainant alleges that two cars 
were used to transport the wheat, 
from Montrose to Durango, Colo., 
solely on account of the convenience 
of the carrier, and that the defend- 
ant collected $30.00 demurrage and 
a $3.00 switching charge on each 
car, although it. was but one ship- 
ment carried by one bill of lading; 
that demurrage and switching would 
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not have occurred had the defend- 
ant carried out the delivery instruc- 
tions of the complainant, resulting 
in an unlawful collection of $66.00. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ant be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violations, and asks reparation 
in the sum of $66.00. 

Kaye & Carter Lumber Co. of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., vs, Mo. Pac. and C. R. 
I. & P. (3636). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about March 30, 1910, it shipped 
from Scanlon, Minn., to Mankato, 
Kan., a shipment of cedar posts and 
poles, charges assessed and collected 
106.50, at a rate of 25%4c per 100 Ibs. 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
charged by defendants were unrea- 
sonable and unjust, and prays that 
after due hearing and investigation 
defendants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
such violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $3.55. 
Kelley Commission Co. vs, Nor. Ex- 
press Co. and the Great Northern 
Express Co. (3633). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about August 16 and August 20, 
1910, it shipped from Walla Walla, 
Wash, to Great Falls, Mont., two 
shipments of fruit, charges assessed 
and collected on the first shipment 
$41.05, on the second shipment 
$27.16, an overcharge of $11.83. 

Complainant prays that after due 

hearing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from said violation, 
to put in force more reasonable and 
just rates and asks reparation in the 
sum of $11.83, or such other sum as 
the Commission may consider the 
complainant entitled to. 
Kindel, Geo. J., vs. Adams Express Co., 
American Express Co., Pacific Ex- 
press Co., U. S. Express Co. and 
Wells Fargo & Co. (3651). 

Complainant alleges that the rate 
charged of $3.50 on spring beds, iron 
beds, brass beds, mattresses and 


bedding, between Denver, Colo., and . 


Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., St. Joseph, 
Mo., and Omaha, Neb., and other 
Missouri river points, is excessive, 
unreasonable and unjust. Complain- 
ant further alleges that the rates 
charged on the same commodities 
from Boston, Mass., and New York, 
N. Y., to Denver, Colo., and from Chi- 
cago, Ill., to Denver, Colo., are ex- 
cessive, unreasonable and unjust. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from said violations, 
and to put in force such rates as the 
Commission may deem reasonable 
and just. 

Lee, A. S., & Sons’ Co., The, vs. S. A. 
L. (3606). 

Complainant alleges that on Oct. 
1, 1910, the defendant discontinued 
the absorption of switching charges 
of the Sou. Ry., thereby increasing 
defendant’s rates by $2.00 per car 
on carload shipments of fertilizer 
from complainant’s factory to North 
and South Carolina non-competitive 

points. Complainant alleges that 
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such increase is unjust and un- 
reasonable and prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defendant 
be made to answer such charges, 
to cease and desist from such vio- 
lation and asks the Commission to 
restore the old rates, whereby said 
switching charge was absorbed, and 
asks reparation in the amount im- 
properly collected by the defendant. 


Lesser Goldman Co, vs. St. L. I. M. & 


S., Mo. Pac, et al. (3595). 

Complainant alleges that during 
the period beginning Sept. 1, 1908, 
and ending Aug, 31, 1909, it pur- 
chased large quantities of cotton in 
the state of Arkansas, which it 
shipped over the lines of the St. L. 
I. M. & S. into concentration points 
in the same state and paid the de- 
fendant the local rate therefor, 
from point of origin to concentra- 
tion point, and subsequently re- 
shipped all of said cotton over the 
lines of the St. L. I. M. & S. and 
Sou. Ry., to points of final destin- 
ation outside of the state of Arkan- 
sas, and in all cases of such ship- 
ments defendants made a refund to 
complainant as provided of a suffi- 
cient amount to make the sum of 
the actual rates paid equal to the 
through rate from point of origin 
to point of final destination with 
the exception of 3c per 100 Ilbs., 
which defendant retained as a 
charge for concentrating cotton. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to cease from said 
violations, and to compel defend- 
ants to refund the 8c overcharge, 
which is due them because of ex- 
cessive and unjust rates and 
charges, and that other order or 
orders be issued as Commission 
May deem proper, and complain- 
ant’s cause may require. 


Ludowic-Celadon Co. vs, Chi. Term. 


Transfer, C.I.& L.,C.N.O. & T. P. 
and N. O. & N. E. (3647). 

Complainant alleges that on April 
7, 1909, it shipped one carload of 
roofing tile, 41 rolls of felt and mis- 
cellaneous assortment of wire and 
nails from Chicago Heights, IIl,, to 
Laurel, Miss., charges assessed and 
collected $156.57. 

Complainant alleges that the ratés 
charged by defendants are unreason- 
able and unjust, and prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
such violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $25.25, or 
such other sum as the Commission 
may consider the complainant en- 
titled to 


Ludowic-Celadon Co. of Chicago, IIl., 


vs. Mo. Pac. and C. R. IL. & P. 
(3587). 

Complainant alleges that under 
date of April 22, 1910, it shipped 
one car of roofing tile from Coffey- 
ville, Kan., to Omaha, Neb., charges 
exacted and collected $49.50, at 
rate of 16% cents per 100 pounds. 
Complainant alleges that rate 
charged was unreasonable and un- 
just and resulted in overcharge of 
$21. 
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Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer. such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violations and to _ establish 
and put in force rates on basis of 
9% cents per 100 pounds, as pub- 
lished in M. K. & T. I. C. CG. No. 
A-3063, and asks reparation in the 
sum of $21, or such other sum as 
the Commission may deem proper. 
$63.54. 


Marion Coal] Co. vs, D. L. & W. (3592). 


Complainant alleges that from 
April 6, 1907, to Aug. 7, 1907, the de- 
fendant violated section 4 of the 
Act to Regulate Commerce, in that 
it charged a greater compensation 
for the transportation of property 
for a shorter than it did for a 
longer distance over the same line 
in the same direction. By its Tariff 
I. C. C. No. 6095 the defendant 
slightly reduced certain of its rates, 
but is still violating the spirit of the 
law by charging as great a com- 
pensation for a shorter as for a 
longer distance. 

Complainant alleges that rates to 
all points on defendant’s lines are 
unreasonable and unjust. The de- 
fendant owns capital stock of the 
D. L. & W. Coal Co., and by reason 
of conditions imposed upon com- 
plainant by defendant subjects the 
latter to unjust conditions of com- 
petition. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defendant 
be made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from said viola- 
tion, to put in force such just and 
reasonable rates as the Commission 
may deem proper and asks repara- 
tion in the sum of $55,238.27. 


Medford Traffic Bureau of Medford, 


Ore., vs. Sou. Pac. (3628). 

Complainant alleges that the 
rates, rules and regulations in de- 
fendant’s tariffs used in assessing 
and collecting charges for the trans- 
portation of freight from San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., to Medford, Ore., are 
higher and in excess of rates col- 
lected on similar articles from San 
Francisco, Cal., to points north of 
Medford, Ore., intermediate with 
and exclusive of Portland, Ore., 
and that such rates are discrimi- 
natory, unreasonable and unjust. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ant be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation and to put in force 
such rates as the Commission may 
consider the complainant entitled 
to. 


Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little 
Rock, Ark., vs. Mo. Pac. and St. L. 
I. M. & S. (3648), 

Complainant alleges that rate of 
19¢ on petroleum from Coffeyville, 
Kan., to Memphis, Tenn., versus the 
rate of 23c to Fort Smith and 27c to 
Little Rock, Ark., and Pine Bluff, 
Ark., is discriminatory, excessive 
and unreasonable. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from such violations 
and asks that the rate of 19c oD 
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petroleum and products from Coffey- 

ville, Kan., to Memphis, Tenn., be 

made to apply to Fort Smith, Van 

Buren, Little Rock and Pine Bluff, 

Ark., and asks reparation in such 

sum as the Commission may deem 

the complainant entitled to, 

Meridian Fertilizer Factory of Shreve- 
port, La., vs. Vicks. S. & P., C. 
R. Il & P. and K. C. Sou. (3579). 

Complainant alleges that rates 
charged on commercial fertilizer 
from Shreveport, La, to points on 
Cc. R. I. & P. in Arkansas as car- 
ried in Vicks. S. & P. Tariff 198C, 
I. C. C. No. 1594, are unjust and 
unreasonable; that rates charged 
on commercial fertilizer from 
Shreveport, La., to points on C. R. 
I. & P. in Arkansas, as carried in 
S. W. Lines Tariff 38A, I. C. C. 
No. 757, are unjust and unreason- 
able. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation and to put in force 
such rates as the Commission may 
deem reasonable and just. 

Meridian Lumber Co., Shreveport, La., 
vs. Vicks. S. & P. and Ark., La, & 
Gulf (3614). 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
on commercial fertilizer from 
Shreveport, La., to Hamburg, Ark., 
are 12% cents, a distance of 152 
miles, and to Crossett, Ark., 16 cts., 
a difference of 149 miles; complain- 
ant alleges that the rates charged 
by defendants are unreasonable and 
unjust, because the rates from Mem- 
phis, Tenn., to Hamburg, Ark., a 
distance of 243 miles, are 13 cents, 
and to Crossett, a distance of 274 
miles, are 13 cents. Complainant 
prays that after due hearing and 
investigation defendants be made 
to answer such charges and to cease 
and desist from said violation and 
to put in force such rates as the 
Commission may deem reasonable 
and just. 

Michigan Mfrs. Assn., Detroit Board of 
Trade and Michigan Retail Lumber 
Assn. of Detroit, Mich., vs. Pere M., 
D.-& 2. 9. lL, Ann Arbor, .C. C. C. 
& St. L., Detroit & Mo,, Wabash, 
Cc. & N. W., M. St. P. & S. S. M. 
et al. (3652). 

Complainant alleges that demur- 
rage rules of the defendants govern- 
ing interstate traffic in the state of 
Michigan are excessive, unreasona- 
ble and unjust, and prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation and to suspend the op- 
eration of said schedule until such 
time as the Commission may deter- 
mine and prescribe just and reason- 
able rates in respect to demurrage. 
Murphy Bros. of New York, N. Y., vs. 
N. Y.C, & H. R. (3615). 
Complainant alleges that during 

the period from February 23, 1909, 

until April 18, 1910, it received at 

Melrose Junction, N. Y., certain con- 

Signments of freight and paid for 

track storage various amounts, 

which complainant alleges to be ex- 
cessive in the sum of $444; that ex- 












cessive amounts so paid were by rea- 
son of defendants refusing to allow 
additional “free time” on track stor- 
age when weather conditions pre- 
vented the unloading of freight, and 
defendant’s track storage charges on 
cars was owing to defendant’s deliv- 
ery yard, which was not accessible to 
complainant for unloading. 

Complainant claims that the rates 
charged by defendant were excess- 
ive and unreasonable, and prays that 
after due hearing and investigation 
the defendant be made to answer 
such charges, to cease and desist 
from said violation, to put in force 
more just rules and rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $444, with in- 
terest, or such other sum as the Com- 
mission may consider the complain- 
ant entitled to in view of the evi- 
dence set forth in this case. 

Geo, W. Jackson, claim agent for 
complainant, Perth Amboy, N. J., 
and Murphy Bros., by E. D. Murphy. 


National Pole Co. of Escanaba, Mich., 


vs. C.& N. W., C. B. & Q., K. C. Sou., 
Gulf, Colo, & 8. F., A. T. & S. F. 
and C. St. P. M. & O. (3637). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about December 3, 1908, it shipped 
from Escanaba, Mich., to De Quincy, 
La., one carload of cedar poles, to be 
stopped at Bon Ami, La., for partial 
unloading, charges assessed and col- 
lected $232.96, at a rate of 66c per 
100 lbs. 

Complainant alleges that on the 
29th day of August, 1907, it shipped 
from Itasca, Wis., to Dallas, Tex., 
one carload of cedar poles, charges 
assessed and collected $261.06, at a 
rate of 57c per 100 lbs. 

Complainant alleges that charges 
assessed by defendants were excess- 
ive, unreasonable and unjust, and 
prays that after due hearing and in- 
vestigation defendants be made to 
answer such charges, to cease and 
desist from said violations, to put in 
force more reasonable and just rates 
and asks reparation in the sum of 


Noble, Wm. K. of Fort Wayne, Ind., 


vs. Wabash, L. S. & M. S., and N. 
Y. P. & N. (3623). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about July 12, 1909, he shipped from 
Wakarusa, Ind., to Hallwood, Va., 
one carload of coiled elm hoops, 
charges assessed and _ collected 
$85.00 at rate of 28%c per 100 lbs. 

Complainant alleges that rate 
charged by defendant is unreason- 
able and unjust, as the Wabash R. 
R. carries in its tariff I. C. C. No. 
1472 a rate of 24c per 100 lbs. 


Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force the 
legal rate of 24c per 100 Ibs., or 
such other rate as the Commission 
may consider the complainant en- 
titled to and asks reparation in the 
sum of $13.50, or such other sum as 
the Commission may consider the 
complainant entitled to. 


Oshkosh Traffic Association, Moore & 


Galloway, Curtis & Yale, A, Stange 
Co. and The Ellis Lumber Co. vs. C. 
& N. W., C. M. & St. P.. M. St. 
P. & S. S. M., Ann Arbor, Grand 
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Trunk, B. & O., Hocking V,, C. H. 
& D., N. ¥.C. & St. L. et af (3638). 

Complainants allege that defend- 
ants have refused to put in force 
joint rates and through routes on 
sash, doors, blinds, molding, etc., 
from Wisconsin points to C. F. A. 
points. Complainants allege that 
they are in active competition with 
plants on the Mississippi river, 
which, by virtue of being nearer to 
territory whence comes raw material 
used in the manufacture of sash, 
doors, blinds, molding, etc., have 
the advantage of purchasing from a 
larger number of saw mills and ob- 
tain material at more favorable terms 
and, because of being unreasonably 
favored with joint rates and through 
routes, have an advantage over com- 
plainants. 

Complainants pray that the Com- 
mission will ascertain the lawful 
joint rates and through routes for 
shipments between said Wisconsin 
territory and C. F, A. points, and to 
order such lawful joint rates and 
through routes to be conformed to 
by the defendants. 

Chas. Conradis, attorney for com- 
plainants, 603 Westory Blidg., Wash- 
ington, D. C. 


Portland Lumber Co., West Side Lum- 


ber & Shingle Co., Ore. & Wash. 
Lumber Co. and Pacific Coast Door 
Co. of Portland, Ore., vs, O. R. & 
N., Sou. Pac., O.S. L., D. & R. G., 
Union Pac., San. P, Los. A. & 8. L. 
and Toolee V. R. R. (3646). 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
in effect in defendants’ tariffs are 
excessive, unreasonable and unjust 
from Portland, Ore., to points in 
Idaho, Montana and Utah, and that 
by reason thereof complainant has 
been prohibited to a large extent 
from doing business in the states 
of Idaho, Montana and Utah. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges 
and to put in force more reasonable 
and just rates. 


Richards, G. R., vs. Nor. Pac., C. B. 


& Q., M. & O. 
(3630). 

Complainant alleges that he 
shipped one car of hay from Brain- 
erd, Minn., to Tampa, Fla., at a rate 
of 61%c per 100 Ibs., minimum 
weight 20,000 Ibs. 

Complainant alleges that it was 
impossible to get more than 8% tons 
in a car, weight 16,500 Ibs., although 
complainant was charged for a 
weight of 20,000 Ibs. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from such viola- 
tions, and asks reparation in such 
sum as the Commission may deem 
complainant entitled to. 


and A. C. L. 


Riverside Mills of Augusta, Ga., vs. 


Georgia R. R., Atlanta & W. P., 
Western Ry. of Ala., L. & N., Sou. 
Pac., M. La, & Tex., Tex. & N. O., 
G. H. & S. A. and Tonopah & G. 
(3578). 

Complainant alleges that on Aug. 
2, 1906, it delivered to the Georgia 
R, R. 205 bales of waste, weight 
24,099 pounds, consigned to the 
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Nye County Mercantile Co. at 
Tonopak, Nev., to be shipped from 
Augusta, Ga., to Tonopah, Nev., at 
rate quoted of $3.02 per 100 pounds, 
which, with services performed in 
transportation of said waste, would 
have amounted to the sum of 
$727.79. 


Complainant alleges that upon 
the arrival of said shipment at des- 
tination defendants charged and 
collected $920.60. Complainant made 
demand upon Georgia R. R. 
for overcharge on, said shipment 
of $192.81, which was refunded to 
complainant by defendant on March 
13, 1907. Complainant alleges that 
during the early part of the year 
1908, Georgia R. R. made demands 
on complainant to pay back the 
sum of $184.59, claiming that 
amount was in error, and that rate 
to be charged on said shipment 
was $3.80 per 100 pounds, the said 
Georgia R. R. admitting that the 
difference between the sum of 
$192.81 and $184.59 was in error, 
and overcharge, and that complain- 
ant did, on April 9, 1909, pay to 
Georgia R. R. the sum of $184.59. 

Complainant prays that defend- 
ant be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $184.59. 


Roden, B. F., of Birmingham, Ala., vs. 


Ala. Gt. Sou. (3605). 

Complainant alleges that on May 
24, 1910, it received at Birmingham, 
Ala., a.carload of canned tomatoes, 
from Troutville, Va., upon which the 
defendant charged and _ collected 
over the lawful rates the sum of 
$2.00 for demurrage on said car. 

Complainant alleges that this 
overcharge was unlawful, unreason- 
able and unjust and prays that 
after due hearing and investigation 
defendant be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, and that such order 
and further orders may be entered 
as the Commission may deem neces- 
sary in the premises. 

J. S. Slatter, attorney fer com- 
plainant. 


Sawyer & Austin Lumber Co., Pine 


Bluff, Ark., vs. St. L. I. M. & S. 
and Tex. & Pac. (3607). 
Complainant alleges that on and 
after Oct. 20, 1908, and up to and 
including Nov. 8, 1909, complainant 
shipped over lines of defendants, 
from Doylestown, Ark., to Fort 
Worth, Tex., 28 carloads of yellow 
pine lumber at rate of 27 cents per 
100 lIbs.; that during same period, 
complainants shipped from Pine 
Bluff, Ark., to Fort Worth, Tex., 36 
carloads of box shooks at rate of 
22% cents per 100 lbs. Complainant 
alleges that rates are unreasonable 
and unjust and prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, te put in force more rea- 
sonable and just rates and asks re- 
paration in the sum of $865.16. 


Dannaher & Dannaher, attorneys. 
Sawyer & Austin Lumber Co., Pine 
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Bluff, Ark., vs. St. L. I. M. & S. 
and Sou. Ry., St. L. S. W. (3608). 

Complainant alleges that defend- 
ants have established a rate of 14 
cents per 100 lbs. on yellow pine 
lumber and products between the 
city of Pine Bluff, Ark., and Mem- 
phis, Tenn., which rate is unrea- 
sonable and unjust and far in ex- 
cess of a just and proper charge 
for such products, and unjustly dis- 
criminates against the locality in 
which complainants do _ business. 
Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violations; and to put in foree 
such rates as the Commission may 
deem reasonable and just. 


Dannaher & Dannaher, attorneys. 


Shaffer, J. C., & Co., Chicago, IIl., vs. 


C. R. I. & P. (3609). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about Dec, 24, 1909, Jno. I. Gloder 
delivered to the defendant at Kan- 
sas City, Mo., for shipment to com- 
plainant at Chicago, IIl1., 5,000 bush- 
els of wheat; all of said wheat ar- 
riving at destination with the ex- 
ception of 1,433 bushels and twenty 
pounds, contained in C. R. I. & P. 
Car No. 34217. Complainant al- 
leges that on Jan. 22, 1910, it as- 
certained that this car, through neg- 
ligence on part of defendant car- 
rier, had been delivered to and un- 
loaded by the Quaker Oats Co., 
Cedar Rapids, Ia. Complainant con- 
tends that to fill a contract it had 
to purchase in open market an- 
other car of wheat equal in weight 
and grade to that first delivered to 
defendant, Complainant prays that 
after due hearing and investigation 
defendant be made to answer such 
charges and asks reparation in the 
sum of $1,483.40, with interest, or 
such other sum as Commission may 
consider reasonable and just. 

Chester Arthur Legg, Chicago, IIl. 


Shoemaker, Wm, D., of Montgomery 


Co., Maryland., vs. C. & P. Tele- 
phone Co. (3596). 

Complainant alleges that defend- 
ant operates an exchange in the 
District of Columbia, from which 
subscribers’ wires extend to points 
in the state of Maryland, county 
of Montgomery, and that the 
charge in said exchange to many of 
said subscribers is $18 per annum; 
that defendant has refused, and 
still refuses, to furnish complain- 
ant with telephone service at same 
rate and under the same conditions 
as is furnished to persons in the 
intermediate vicinity, whereas de- 
fendant gives an undue and unrea- 
sonable preference or advantage 
to other persons over said com- 
plainant to inconvenience the said 
complainant. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ant be made to answer. such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation and to give him serv- 
ice at the rate of $18 per annum 
for unlimited service in that ex- 
change. 


Sigel Champion Livestock Com. Co. of 
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Denver, Colo., vs. O. R. & N., O, 
Ss. L., D. & R. G. and A. T. & S. F. 
(3585). 

Complainant alleges that it 
shipped--on July 6, 1909, from 
Shaniko, Ore., to Kansas City., Mo., 
two D. D. cars of sheep, weighing 
23,000 pounds, amount charged and 
collected $450.50, based on rate of 
97% cents per 100 pounds. 


Complainant alleges that rates 
charged by defendants were un- 
reasonable and unjust, and prays 
that after due hearing and inves- 
tigation defendants be made to an- 
swer such charges, to put in force 
more reasonable and just rates, and 
asks reparation in the sum of $154 
or such other sum as the Conm- 
mission may deem just and rea- 
sonable. 


Sonneland, A., of Ordway, Colo., vs. 


Mo. Pac. and C, R. I. & P. (3588). 

Complainant alleges that on Feb. 
24, 1909, he made a shipment of 
emigrants’ movables in two cars, 
28,510 pounds, in C. R. I. & P. 
car No. 32421, and 17,670 pounds 
in C. B. I. & P. cari No. 58321, 
from Harlan, Ia., to Ordway, Colo., 
charges exacted and _ collected 
$254.04, at rate of 44.2 cents per 
100 pounds. Complainant alleges 
that at time shipment moved there 
was in effect a rate of 42% cents 
per 100 pounds, on _ emigrants’ 
-movables, C. L., minimum weight 
20,000 pounds. 

Complainant alleges that had 
shipment moved at rate of 42.5 
cents per 100 pounds, based on an 
actual weight of car No. 32421, and 
minimum weight on other car, 
charges would have been $206.13. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates and asks 
reparation in the sum of $49.71, or 
such other sum as Commission may 
consider complainant entitled to. 

South Atlantic Waste Co. of Chal- 
lotte, N. C., vs. Sou. Ry., S. A. L., 
and Old Dominion S. S. Co. (3649). 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
published and exacted from Char- 
lotte, N C., to New York, N. Y., are 
excessive, unreasonable and unjust 
in comparison with rates charged on 
the same commodities from Augusta, 
Ga., to New York, N. Y. 

Complainant alleges that defend- 
ants’ tariffs discriminate against 
Charlotte in favor of Augusta, and 
prays that after due hearing and in- 
vestigation defendants be made to 
answer such charges, to cease and 
desist from such violation, to put 12 
force more reasonable and just rates 
and asks reparation in such sum as 
the Commission may deem the com- 
plainant entitled to. 

Southern Cotton Oil Co. of Atlanta, 
Ga., vs. S. A. L., Union Springs & 
Nor. Ry., R. F. & P., Wash. Sou., 
P. B. & W., P. R. R., Brie R. R.; 
C. R. R. of N. J., and B. & O. (3654). 

Complainant alleges that the rates 
on crude cottonseed oil from Georgia 
and Alabama points to Savannah, 
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Ga., for refining, etc., thence recon- 
signed to points in New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania are unreasonable and 
unjust. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $77.50. 


Southwestern Produce Distributers 


vs. Wabash (3583). 

Complainant alleges that defend- 
ant, at St. Louis, Mo., has set aside 
for exclusive use of American Cen- 
tral Fruit Auction Co., without 
rent or other charges and to the 
exclusion of other consignees or re- 
ceivers, a large portion of its 
freight house. Complainant offered 
ears of fruit to defendant, with 
request that they be shipped into 
this house and same facilities for 
unloading to be granted as are 
granted to the American Central 
Fruit Auction Co., but defendant 
refused to handle same, and re- 
fused to give complainant same 
facilities as it gives the American 
Central Fruit Auction Co. 

Complainant alleges that the de- 
fendant sets forth in its Tariff 
B5001, that these facilities are 
open to all receivers of fruit over 
its lines. Complainant alleges that 
defendant has discriminated against 
complainant, and prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendant be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violations, and to furnish the 
same facilities to all receivers of 
fruit at St. Louis, Mo. 


Sterling, W. C., & Son, of Monroe, 
Mich., vs. Mich. Cent. and C. C. C.° 


& St. L. (3631). 

Complainants allege that on April 
10, 1909, they shipped from Bay 
City, Mich., to Louisville, Ky., a con- 
signment of cedar poles, charges as- 
sessed and collected $108, at a rate 
of 15¢ per 100 Ibs, 

Complainants allege that rate 
charged by defendants was excess- 
ive, unreasonable and unjust, and 
because of said excessive, unreason- 
able and unjust rate complainants 
were put to great disadvantage in 
marketing their goods. 

Complainants pray that after due 
hearing and investigation defendants 
be made to answer such charges, to 
cease and desist from said violation, 
to put in force more reasonable and 
just rates, and asks reparation in 
the sum of $52.00. ° 

G. M. Stephen, attorney for com- 
plainant, Chicago, Ill. 


Sunderland Bros. of Omaha, Neb., vs. 


C.B. & Q., K. C. Sou., St. L. & S. 
F.,A.T. & S. F. and M. K. & T. 
(3642). 

Complainant alleges that during 
the fall and winter of 1908 and 1909 
complainant consigned to be re- 
weighed by defendants various cars 
of coal, consigned to complainant at 
Omaha, at a charge of $1 per car, 
for reweighing service. 

Complainant alleges that the 
charges exacted for the transporta- 
tion of coal were originally figured on 


the actual weight at mines and pub- 
lished freight rate, plus $1 per car 
for reweighing; defendants subse- 
quently refunded the reweighing 
charge, but left in effect a charge on 
the basis of 1 per cent above desti- 
nation weights. 

Complainant contends that such 
rates are excessive, unreasonable 
and unjust and prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
such violation, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates and asks 
reparation in the sum of $119.52. 


Sunderland Bros. of Omaha, Neb., vs. 


M. K. & T. and Mo. Pac. (3640), 

Complainants allege that on or 
about January 6, 1909, they shipped 
from Chanute, Kan., to complainants 
at Burr, Neb., a shipment of Port- 
land cement, charges assessed and 
collected $66.50, at a rate of 17%4c 
per 100 Ibs. 

Complainants allege that the rates 
charged by defendants were excess- 
ive, unreasonable and unjust, and 
prays that after due hearing and in- 
vestigation defendants be made to 
answer such charges, to cease and 
desist from such violations, to put in 
force more reasonable and just rates 
and asks reparation in the sum of 
$22.80. 


Swanson, Fred S., Omaha, Neb., vs. 


C. B. & Q., St. L. & S. F. (3627). 
Complainant alleges that between 
the dates of Aug. 15th and Sept. 
13th, 1910, it shipped from Minitou, 
Okla., to Omaha, Neb., one carload 
of broom corn, charges assessed and 
collected $238.35, at rate of $1.05 
per 100 lbs. Complainant alleges 
that the rate charged by defend- 
ants is unreasonable and unjust, and 
prays that after due hearing and 
investigation defendants be made to 
answer such charges, and to cease 
and desist from such violation and 
to put in force more reasonable and 
just rates, and asks reparation in 
the sum of $118.04, or such other 
sum as the Commission may con- 
sider complainant entitled to. 


Texas Southeastern R. R. vs. St. L. 


S. W., Houston East & West Tex., 
Houston & Tex. Cent., M. K. & T. 
of Tex., Houston & S., Fort Smith 
& Western, Midland V. and Okla. 
Cent. (3564). 

Complainant alleges that for a 
long time defendants had in effect 
through routes and joint rates from 
and to points on its line and from 
and to various points on defend- 
ants’ lines. Complainant claims 
that by the cancelation of said 
through routes and joint rates and 
divisions it will be compelled to 
pay excessive, unreasonable and 
unjust rates and prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation and to put in force 
said through routes and joint rates. 

Complainant alleges that there 
are no through routes and joint 
rates in effect on lines of defend- 
ants from St. Louis or other Mis- 
sissippi river points to Kimberly, 
Nev., with the exception of rates 
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on some few commodities. Com- 
plainant alleges that the defendants 
refuse to put in force through 
routes and that the present rates, 
which have been in force for sev- 
eral years, are unjust and unrea- 
sonable. 

Complainant prays that defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violations, and to establish 
through routes and joint rates from 
and to said points, and that Com- 
mission may grant petitioner rep- 
aration for two years next pre 
ceding of this petition, measured 
by the difference between rates 
paid and what Commission shall 
find to be reasonable and just. 


Thorp, C. L., of Crawford, Neb., vs. 


C.B. &Q. andA. T. & S. F. (3639). 
Complainant alleges that on or 
about February 13, 1909, he shipped 
from Los Angeles, Cal., to Crawford, 
Neb., a consignment of apples, 
charges assessed and collected $465, 
at a rate of $1.55 per 100 lbs. 
Complainant alleges that the rate 
charged by defendants was excess- 
ive, unreasonable and unjust, as de- 
fendants had quoted some time be- 
fore shipment a rate of $1.17 per 100 
lbs., or a total charge of $351. 
Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
such violations, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $114. 


United States Leather Co., Union 


Tanning Co., England Walton & Co, 
Hans Rees Sons, Incorp., F. P. Cover 
& Sons, Kestler Lesh & Co., Jewell 
Belting Co., and American Oak 
Lumber Co. vs, Sou. Ry., Ala. Gt. 
Sou., Ala. & Vicks., Atlanta & W. 
P., A. B. & A. et al. (3629). 

Complainants allege that the de- 
fendants have increased rates on 
leather from southern and south- 
eastern points to eastern, interior 
eastern, C. F. A. and northern 
points, which increase is excessive, 
unreasonable and unjust, and in vio- 
lation of the Act to Regulate Com- 
merce. 

Complainants pray that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, until such time as the 
Commission may act upon this in- 
crease in rates, and ask reparation 
in such sum as the Commission 
may consider complainants entitled 
to, 

Chas, Conradis, attorney for com- 
plainants, 603 Westory Bldg., Wash- 
ington, D. C. 


Van Natta Bros., Caldwell, Barr & 


Co., Flint & Gaint, Raub Grain Co., 
Kirkpatrick Bros., Bell & Green- 
wood, Kennedy Bros., Sheldon, Eleia 
Co., L. T. Hutchins and John Nel- 
son vs. C. C. C. & St. L. and IIL 
Cent. (3610). 

Complainants allege that local 
rates in effect, from petitioners’ ele- 
vators to Chicago, Ill., are unrea- 
sonable and unjust and are so ex- 
cessive as to fail to move any 
traffic whatsoever in that direction; 
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that rates as maintained by defend- 
ants operate to exclude petitioners 
from and to absolutely deny to 
compalinants the privileges and ad- 
vantages of the Chicago market. 
complainants the privielges and ad- 
such rate situation denies petition- 
ers privilege of selling grain in Chi- 
cago, under an arrangement where- 
by purchaser may forward same via 
lake and rail routes to eastern 
points, and in consequence com- 
plainants are compelled to pay a 
higher rate to Buffalo to their un- 
just discrimination and disadvan- 
tage. Complainants pray that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violation, and that the Commis- 
sion issue an order compelling de- 
fendants to put in force such just 
and reasonable rates as they con- 
sider proper, with privilege of re- 
consigning same via all_rai] or rail 
and lake and such other orders as 
Commission may consider complain- 
ants entitled to. 


Waters-Pierce Oil Co., The, of St. 


Louis, Mo., vs. Mo. Pac., M. K. & 
To EE ew PW k 3. & 6. F., 
Ft. Smith & W., and St. L. El Reno 
& W. (3591). 


Complainant alleges that defend- 
ants charged and collected on cer- 
tain shipments of petroleum, from 
Neodesha, Kan., to points in Okla- 
homa, unreasonable and unjust 
rates, declared to be unreasonable 
and unjust by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in case of The 
State of Oklahoma vs.C.R.I. & P., 
in Docket No. 1121, dated Jan. 8, 
1909. 


Complainant prays that defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
said violations, to put in force 
more reasonable and just rates 
and asks reparation in the differ- 
ence between the rates charged 
and those announced by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission in 
Opinion No. 755, Docket No. 1121, 
dated Jan. 8, 1909, total overcharge 
being $1,376.07. 





Western States Portland Cement Co. 
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vs. Mo. Pac., C. B. & Q., and Gt. 
Nor. (3650). 

Complainant alleges that the de- 
fendants exacted from complainant 
during the month of June, 1908, un- 
lawful rates from Independence, 
Kan., to Black Eagle, Mont., on ce- 
ment. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease *and desist from 
such violations, to put in force more 
reasonable and just rates, and asks 
reparation in the sum of $171.47. 


Wolf Milling Co. of Ellinwood, Kan., 


vs. A. T. & S. F. (3576). 
Complainant alleges that on 
March 24, 1910, it shipped from 
Ellinwood, Kan., to Shattuck, Okla., 
one car containing 200 100-pound 
sacks of corn chop, 100 100-pound 
sacks of bran, 25 100-pound hacks 
of shorts, 50 100-pound sacks of 
corn, making a total weight of 
37,500 pounds, at rate of 14 cents 
per 100 pounds, rate being fur- 
nished by A. T. & S. F. agent at 
Ellinwood, Kan., rate being taken 
from Tariff No. 6822A, which would 
make a charge of $52.50. The A. 
T. & S. F. charged a rate of 18% 
cents, making a total charge of 
$68.44, or an overcharge of $15.94. 
Complainant alleges that on 
March 17, 1910, it shipped from 
Ellinwood, Kan., to Woodward, 
Okla., a consignment of grain and 
grain products, weight 11,100 pounds, 
at 17 cents per 100 pounds, and 
22,500 pounds, at 14 cents per 100 
pounds, making a total charge of 
$50.37, rates furnished complainant 
at Ellinwood. A. T. & S. F. as- 
sessed freight charges amounting to 
$67.76, an overcharge of $17.59. 
Complainant alleges that on Feb. 
9, 1910, it shipped from Ellinwood, 
Kan., to Woodward, Okla., a con- 
signment of grain and grain prod- 
ucts at rate of 18 cents per 100 
pounds, making an overcharge of 
$12. 
Complainant alleges that on 
March 24, 1910, it shipped from 
Ellinwood, Kan., to Gage, Okla., a 





Knapp to Address Supply Men 

New York, November 11.—The Railway Business as- 
sociation announces as the speakers for its annual dinner 
at the Waldorf Astoria hotel on the evening of November 22, 


Chairman Knapp of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
President Willard of the Baltimore & Ohio railroad and also 
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consignment of grain and grain 
products at rate of 19 cents per 
100 pounds, making an overcharge 
of $16.25. 

Complainant alleges that on April 
14, 1910, it shipped from Ellinwood, 
Kan., to Shattuck, Okla., a consign. 
ment of grain and products, charges 
assessed and collected $103.62, an 
overcharge of $24.18. 

Complainant alleges that defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to put in force more rea- 
sonable and just rates and asks 
reparation in the sum of $85.96, or 
such sum as Commission may con- 
sider complainant entitled to. 


Zang, Ph., Brewing Co. of Denver, 


Colo., vs. C. B. & Q. (3641). 

Complainant alleges that on March 
2, 1909, it received at Denver, Colo., 
from Chicago, Ill., a shipment of 
four boxes of iron pipe coils, charges 
assessed and collected $137.60, based 
on a weight of 6,810 lbs., at a rate 
of $2.05 per 100 Ibs. 

Complainant alleges that such rate 
is unreasonable and unjust and prays 
that aiter due hearing and investiga. 
tion defendant be made to answer 
such charges, to cease and desist 
from said violation, and to put in 
force a rate not to exceed $1.25 per 
100 lbs., which the complainant be- 
lieves to be a just and reasonable 
rate, and asks reparation in the sum 
of $54.47, with interest. 

G. M. Stephen, attorney for con- 
plainant, Chicago, Ill. 


Zuber, John W., vs. Cent, of Ga., N. C. 
& St. L. L. & N., Evansville & 
T. H.,C. & E. I., Grand Trunk and 
Grand Trunk of Can. (3634). 

Complainant alleges that on or 
about July 23, 1908, he shipped 4 
consignment of lumber from Car- 
rollton, Ga., to Lindsay, Ont., rate 
charged and collected $254.55, at a 
rate of 4258-100c per 100 Ibs., an 
overcharge of $19.92. 

Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, to cease and desist from 
such violation, and asks reparation 
in the sum of $19.92. 





and dealers in railway supplies, to promote such concilia 
tion. The association now in 1910, as in 1909, has arranged 
for that purpose an economic occasion in the form of 4 
dinner. Here the governmental regulator, the lawgiver, 
and executive, the shipper, the railway manager, the final 
cier, and the manufacturer of railway goods may look into 
one another’s countenances, get acquainted and talk it 


president of the American Railway association, John Claflin, over. Distinguished representatives of these various ele: 


president of the H. B. Claflin company, and George A. Post, 
president of the association, who will preside. 
Enclosed with the invitation is the following expla- 


nation: 


“That differences as to railway problems may be ad- 
justed, good feeling with regard to them prevail, and wise 
solutions insure permanent national prosperity, it is desir- 
able that all concerned should study sympathetically one 
another’s point of view. The Railway Business association 
was formed in 1908 by the manufacturers of railway mate- 
rials and equipment, contractors in railway construction 


ments will deliver addresses. Each speaker is expected to 
indicate what concessions can be made by any party in Ii 
terest, his own included, as a contribution a better under 


standing, It is hoped that the utterances upon this occ® 





sion will have a substantial and beneficent influence in e 
tablishing confidence in the minds of the general public 4 
home and abroad that the American railway policy is to be 
conservative and constructive. 
house is: ‘Shall we all pull together for stable prosperity” 
You are invited to add by the influence of your presence 
your potential affirmative.” 


The question before the 
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LEGAL DEPARTMENT 


Conducted by 
CHARLES CONRADIS, 
General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau. 


In this department we shall answer simple questions re- 
lating to the law of interstate transportation of freight. It is 
available both to those who are members of the Traffic Service 
Bureau and those who are not. Readers are particularly in- 
vited to write for advice on specific subjects covering the Act 
to Regulate Commerce and the decisions of the courts and the 
Interstate Commerce Commission thereunder. 

Address Legal Department, The Traffic Service Bureau, 
Washington, D. C, 





Maryland.—‘l. Carrier in reissuing commodity tariffs 
omits, in error, one item formerly included. Correction at 
once issued. Refund would be given on shipments moved 
during interim if lawful. Do you think the Commission 
would issue the necessary order if applied for? 

“2. Will the Commission consider applications for re- 
fund or other relief when filed direct, or is it necessary to 
be personally represented by an attorney?” 

1. If, by the reissuance of a commodity tariff, the par- 
ticular item which it failed to include therein was covered 
by a former tariff, then the rate applicable to said com- 
modity as contained in the former tariff is still in effect, 
on the ground that it is the only published rate thereon, 
and remains in effect until due correction has been made 
and published. 

2. The complainant may file his claim and prosecute 
the same before the Interstate Commerce Commission, in 
person, and need not be represented by an attorney. 

* * * 

Louisiana.—‘“In the case of a shipment moving under 
the tariff of an initial line providing for stopping in tran- 
sit for dressing, and providing further, that a switching 
charge at the stopping point would be an addition to the 
through rate, would this make the switch move other than 
purely intrastate, where line switching gets no other rev- 
enue? Would a switching tariff on file with the Commis- 
sion be legally applicable and chargeable on such switch- 
ing, and would the carrier be amenable to any penalties 
for failing to comply with the act, when switching and 
acts are performed by a purely state road?” 

If a carrier, or switching line, is engaged wholly in 
intrastate movements it is not in -anywise subject to the 
act of Congress entitled, “An Act to regulate commerce,” 
approved February 4, 1887, and acts amendatory thereof 
and supplementary thereto. In consequence, such a car- 
rier need not file its tariffs with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and any error therein appearing, if not in- 
hibited by the state laws, could be rectified by a refund- 
ment or rebate, and any fines provided in the act against 
rebates would not be effective against such carrier. The 
point, however, upon which many carriers err, is by as- 
suming that they are not interstate carriers simply be- 
Cause they operate wholly within the borders of one state 
or perform a service exclusively within one state. The 
act expressly states, and the courts have almost uniformly 
held, that commerce from one state to another state “un- 
der a common control, management or arrangement, for 
4 continuous carriage or shipment,” is interstate; not that 
a carrier’s line must be actually extended from one state 
to another state. A switch line wholly within one state 
but moving commerce which comes from another state 
under an arrangement of a through bill of lading, or for 
the absorption of switching charges, or a division of the 
rate, and a carrier with its lines extending from one to 
another state, but moving a particular shipment only be- 
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tween points in the same state, are both equally common 
carriers subject to said act. A fuller review of this sub- 
ject will be found in the November 5, 1910, issue of this 
paper, under the heading “Ohio,” on page 673. 

oe co * 


Michigan.—“‘The writer remembers reading a decision 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission on matter of re- 
tention by carriers of an overcharge holding in effect that 
it was not only unjust discrimination, but left the trans- 
action in an unlawful condition, under the act to regulate 
commerce and under the Elkins act. In investigating 
claims for error in rate, the delivering line refers back to 
each participating line for authority, with result that it 
takes months to secure payment of claim. Does not the 
Commission regard any unnecessary delay in payment of 
overcharge an offense under the provisions of the two 
acts?” 

Possibly you refer to the opinion of Mr. Justice 
Brewer, Seaboard Air Line Railway vs. Seegers, 207 U. 8S. 
73, in which it was held that a law of South Carolina pro- 
viding that should a carrier fail within forty days to pay 
a claim for loss or damage, such carrier was subject to 
a penalty of $50, was constitutional and was sustained. 

The Commission has held that the retention of an 
overcharge by a carrier has all the effect of unjust dis- 
crimination against the person from whom payment has 
been required. And the act provides that any unjust dis- 
crimination is prohibited and declared to be unlawful. 
However, the Commission has no power to impose penal- 
ties for violations of the act. This must be done through 
the ordinary machinery of the federal courts. 

While it is true that the carriers are frequently 
chargeable with unreasonable, and at times, annoying, 
delays in making settlements of claims for clear over- 
charges, yet on account of the frequent necessity for 
handling these through several connecting carriers, and 
that the Commission has provided an easy and effective 
means by which to obtain a settlement on its Special 
Reparation Docket, the Commission has manifested a lib- 
eral disposition toward the carriers in the adjustment of 
such claims. 

* * * 


Illinois—“How far are telegraph and telephone com- 
panies amenable to the commerce law? Are they re- 
quired to post and file tariffs, copies of contracts, and 
make annual reports to the Commission?” 

Prior to the June 18, 1910, amendment to the act to 
regulate commerce, the authorities were in conflict on the 
point as to whether telegraph and telephone companies 
are common carriers. In many of the states attempts had 
been made to put them upon the same footing with com- 
mon carriers of persons and property as to liability for 
miscarriage. In some states, courts have termed them 
common carriers of messages and common carriers of in- 
telligence. In such instances they have been held 
amenable to the provisions of the state statute, which 
provides that all charges made for any service rendered 
by common carriers shall be reasonable and just. Such 
a public service corporation is charged with certain public 
duties, among which are to furnish for a reasonable com- 
pensation to any citizen telephone or telegraph service, 
and to charge each patron for the service rendered the 
same price it charges every other patron for the same 
service under substantially the same or similar conditions. 
The legislature has the power to say what compensation 
such a public service corporation may exact. In the case 
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of Telegraph Company vs. Texas, in the United States 
Supreme Court, Chief Justice Wait said “a telegraph com- 
pany occupies the same relation to commerce as a carrier 
of messages that a railroad company does as a carrier of 
goods.” 

Section 1 of the June 18, 1910, amendment of the act 
gives the Interstate Commerce exclusive jurisdiction over 
all “telegraph, telephone and cable companies (whether 
wire or wireless) engaged in sending messages from one 
state to another state.” Under this provision all tele- 
phone and telegraph companies engaged in sending mes- 
sages from one state to any other state in the United 
States will be required to post and file with the Interstate 


Commerce Commission tariffs of rates, copies of contracts . 


with other telephone or telegraph companies in relation 
to rates, annual reports of their revenues, disbursements 
and liabilities, designating resident agents in Washing- 
ton on whom services of all notices and processes may be 
made, and to fully observe and comply with all the pro- 
visions of the act as are now enforced against all com- 
mon carriers of property or persons. What is interstate 
commerce in sending messages has been answered by the 
courts to the effect that a telephone company owning 
lines wholly within one state, but sending or receiving 
messages going to or coming from another state, is en- 
gaged in interstate commerce. 
= oe * 

Ohio.—“We are obliged to sell most of our material 
by the ton, basing our invoice charges on the net weight 
shown on the railroad company’s bills of lading. Quite 
frequently it happens that the consignees weigh the ship- 
ment when it reaches their scales, and when they find a 
discrepancy between the weights made in our invoice, 
which are in accordance with the bill of lading, they 
charge us back with the shortage, if there is any, in which 
case we make a claim against the railroad company for 
the shortage. This they decline to pay. The bills of lad- 
ing used are the uniform bills, which give all the condi- 
tions, etc., upon which the shipment is received. In cases 
where there is a shortage in weight claimed, the question 
is as to the responsibility of the carrier. Are they not 
liable to pay any shortage in weight based upon the 
weight shown in the original bill of lading? We believe 
there is some provision in the interstate commerce law 
bearing on the “shippers’ load and count” clause. We are 
not quite clear on this point and would like to be in- 
formed as to just what it would be necessary for us to 
do when making shipments.” 

The only purpose of the Commission in adopting reg- 
ulations in the matter of weights is to reach a basis for 
making a reasonable rate on the commodity transported. 
It has no power to regulate the weights of the commodity 
for the purpose of fixing the responsibility of the carrier 
in claims for loss or damage in transit of the shipment. 
The Commission has no jurisdiction over claims based 
upon damage for loss. Within these limitations the Com- 
mission has held that an estimated weight upon certain 
standard packages, or upon certain commodities packed 
in barrels, boxes, etc., when the weights cannot be ascer- 
tained without great inconvenience to the shipper or car- 
rier, will be recognized as lawful. In the courts the 


weight of authority seems to be that in calculating the 
freight charges upon any particular shipment it is to be 
Ddased on that amount only which is put on board, carried 
throughout the whole voyage, and delivered at the end to 
the merchant. | “4 


' 
2 


~ eons) 
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Receipts in bills of lading qualified by the statement 
“weight unknown,” “shippers’ load and count,” etc., will 
have the effect of holding the carriers responsible for 
only the weight of the goods as actually received by the 
carriers. Errors and mistakes are liable to occur in 
weighing all commodities, and the right to correct such 
errors may be, and usually are, reserved in the bill of 
lading by words like the foregoing. To bind the carrier 
to the actual weight of the goods purporting to have been 
received by it, an express representation in words to that 
effect should be contained in the bill of lading. 

+ ~ * 

Pennsylvania.—“Is there any legal objection to a ship- 
per allowing a proportion of a freight rate on a through 
shipment of materials sold to a carrier, to be used on its 
own lines, when the proportion figures less than the local 
published rate to the junction point of the line to which 
the material is consigned, on a sale the terms of which 
are less freight to line of purchaser’s road?” 

This question is one that has troubled the Commis- 
sion a great deal in the past and will.likely be finally 
decided within a short time from three cases that are 
now before the Commission for its action. We are of the 
opinion that the Commission will hold that the practice 
described is not legal on the ground of violating para- 
graph 3 of section 10 of the act. A case somewhat in 
point, the Chicago Terminal Transfer Railroad company, 
decided last June, if not reversed by the Commission's 
decision in the cases now pending before it, appears to 
make improper the practice contemplated. 


AUTHORIZES ADDITIONAL BOND ISSUE. 

Albany, N. Y., November 11.—The public service 
commission, second district, has authorized the Babylon 
Railroad company to issue $21,500 bonds additional to 
those authorized on September 14, 1910, to be sold at 
not less than 85. The proceeds are to be used for the 
purpose of construction work and various expenses at- 
tendant upon the organization of the company. 


WILL DRAFT NEW SCHEDULE OF RATES. 


Lansing, Mich., November 11.—Acting upon the re- 
quest of the express carriers, the state railroad com: 
mission will draft a new set of rates for submission 
to the companies. The matter of express charges has 
been attracting considerable public attention ip this 
state within the last year and conferences upon the 
subject have been held under the auspices of the com- 
mission. 


CONSOLIDATES COTTON RATE COMPLAINTS. 


Washington, D. C., November 11.—The Interstate 
Commerce Commission has issued an order making the 
complaint of A. L. Wolff & Co. vs. the Iron Mountain 
and others, asking reparation on various cotton ship 
ments, the first petition of intervention in the case of 
the Lesser-Goldman Cotton company vs. the same de 
fendants, Docket No. 3595. 


ALLOWS INTERVENTION IN NEW ORLEANS CASE. 


Washington, D. C., November 11.—The Interstate 
Commerce Commission has issued an order permitting 
S. Bash & Co. of Fort Wayne, Ind., to intervene o2 
behalf of the complainant in case No. 3505, the New 
Orleans Board of Trade vs. the Alabama Great Southern 
et al. 








Novem! 


In | 
here ca 
Bureau. 


Gov 
“robber: 
and ear 
been pu 
does nc 
fact thé 
the new 
it shoul 
activitie 
individu: 
big han: 
itis a 
perous © 
place, d 
been rei 
as well 
bers” be 
deposits. 

Any’ 
contentic 
He can 
growth « 
it has | 
portion « 
in it fo 
the man 
sonable | 
to-day, v 
earnings 
return o 
Take the 
of land 
hundred 
on this n 
returns 1 

Certz 
figured i 
tions wit 
to assun 
Stock ou 
come to 
entitled 
even if i 
him? Ar 
endeavor 
earnings, 
Same thi) 

No ¢ 
the railr 
capital gs 
hothing 1 
With no | 
Value, by 
Nothing 1 








ment 
will 
> for 
y the 
ir in 
such 
ill of 
urrier 
been 
» that 


ship- 
rough 
on its 
local 
which 
which 


mmis- 
finally 
it are 
of the 
actice 
para- 
hat in 
npany, 
ssion’s 
ars to 


ervice 
abylon 
nal to 
old at 
or the 
ses at- 


3. 

he re- 
1 com- 
nission 
es has 
n this 
on the 
e com: 


TS. 

terstate 
ing the 
ountain 
n ship 
case of 
me de- 


CASE. 
terstate 
rmitting 
yene on 
he New 
Southern 








November 12, 1910 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


NEWSPAPER COMMENT 


On Railway and Other Questions of National and Local Interest. 





In these columns, we aim to give current newspaper comment on live topics; the publication of an editorial 
here carries with it neither the approval or disapproval of the opinions therein expressed.—The Traffic Service 


Bureau, 


Governor Stubbs’ contention that the railroads are 
“robbers” because they make a practice of capitalizing 
and earning dividends on previous earnings which have 
been put back in their property to develop or extend it, 
does not appear to be sound. And, this, despite the 
fact that it has received the indorsement of some of 
the newspapers of the state. If it is a just contention, 
it should be applied to all corporations and all business 
activities of every kind that may be carried on by 
individuals. And if this were done there would be a 
big handicap to progress in the business world. If, too, 
it is a right procedure, there is not a large and pros- 
perous business of any kind in Kansas, or any other 
place, developed from a small beginning, that has not 
been reared by fraud. Indeed, the governor might just 
as well say that the patrons of savings banks are “rob- 
bers” because they accept compound interest on their 
deposits. 

Anybody who will take the trouble to analyze this 
contention of Governor Stubbs can prove its fallacy. 
He can take, for an illustration, any business with the 
growth of which he may be familiar. He will find that 
it has been built up to its present proportions on a 
portion of its yearly earnings which has been put back 
in it for its development and enlargement. Now, is 
the man who owns such a business entitled to a rea- 
sonable return on the value of the business as it stands 
to-day, which means a profit, or dividend, on previous 
earnings he has put in it, or is he to be limited to a 
return on merely the original value of the business? 
Take the farmer who buys an additional hundred acres 
of land on the earnings of his original farm of two 
hundred acres. Is he not entitled to reasonable returns 
on this new hundred-acre part of his farm, even if such 
returns mean a profit on previous earnings? 

Certain bank stock owned by Governor Stubbs has 
figured in his discussion of railroad and financial ques- 
tions with President Ripley of the Santa Fe. It is fair 
to assume that Governor Stubbs purchased this bank 
stock out of his earnings as a contractor. Who will 
come to the front and. say that the governor is not 
entitled to a reasonable dividend on this bank stock, 
even if it is a dividend on a previous profit obtained by 
him? And if it is right for everyone in every field of 
endeavor to receive reasonable returns on previous 
earnings, it is surely right for the railroads to do the 
Same thing. 

No one but a financial buccaneer will insist that 
the railroads have a right to issue large amounts of 
capital stock according to their mere whims and on 
hothing tangible in the way of improved property and 
with no intention of disposing of this stock at its face 
Value, but dividing it up among the stockholders for 
Nothing more than a song, and then earning dividends 


on such a capitalization. That is a pernicious form of 
“stock watering,” which has been practiced by some 
railroads. But the proposition of a railroad seeking 
to capitalize and earn dividends on earnings actually 
expended in making the railroad property more valuable 
is decidedly another proposition. It is no different from 
that which is followed by every man who makes a 
success in the business world. And he could not make 
such a success unless he had made his earnings work 
for him and had received additional earnings on them 
—Topeka (Kan.) Journal. 
* a * 

President Mellen’s letter to Governor Quimby of 
New Hampshire is an admirable first step, signaling 
a new management of the Boston & Maine railroad. 
In conjunction with the confirmation of General Solicitor 
Rich in full control over the legal department of the 
road, with its implied abandonment of the politico-legal 
organization of railroad attorneys in that state, it indi- 
cates the desire of the railroad corporation for an 
entirely new basis for its dealings with the people and 
their state government. The railroad will abandon the 
attempt to govern the state. It recognizes its duties 
and responsibilities as one of the governed. It will not 
defy the laws of the people, nor will it arrogate to 
itself law-making powers by seeking control of the 
politics of the state. 

The railroad would have been fully ‘within its rights 
in questioning the law of New Hampshire forbidding 
any advance in freight rates on the lines involved in 
the leases in question. There is at least reasonable 
doubt concerning the constitutionality of this legislation 
such as to warrant the appeal of the railroad to the 
court for the determination of the issue. But the rail- 
road never was within its rights in putting the advanced 
rates in effect in open defiance of the law, and while 
in defiance of the law it could not come into the court 
of public opinion with clean hands demanding a fair 
hearing. By pledging the corporation to a restoration 
of rates to a lawful basis immediately on determination 
by the courts what rates are subject to this statutory 
restraint, President Mellen takes the essential step 
toward setting the corporation right. 

Thereupon the state of New Hampshire is in duty 
bound to recognize the changed attitude of the railroad 
and to give fair hearing to its plea. The power of the 
state over railroad rates is not to be exercised arbi- 
trarily. Rates must be reasonable, and although the 
courts have not yet finally determined the definition of 
that term, it generally is understood that a “reasonable” 
rate is one -that provides for the cost of maintenance 
and operation, including the fixed charges on a just 
capitalization and a dividend on that capital. One 
hardly would argue that it would be reasonable to per- 
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manently establish a rate unless the maximum were 
gufficiently high to allow for possible general advances 
in the scale of values. Specifically, in the New Hamp- 
shire case, it is not claimed, as we understand it, that 
the rates in force in 1889 might not reasonably be sub- 
ject to advance, in view of the advances in cost of 
material and labor. Nor is it denied that the question 
of reasonableness of railroad freight rates in New Hamp- 
shire properly should be open to determination by proc- 
esses similar to those which apply in the national reg- 
ulation of rates. There are some, indeed, who claim 
that a bargain is a bargain, and that the railroad should 
not seek to evade an obligation which it entered upon 
with its eyes open. But, be that as it may, the people. 
of New Hampshire and the Boston & Maine railroad 
have a problem of mutual interest in the development 
of the state through the improvement of its transporta- 
tion service. That problem can be solved only on the 
basis of mutuality. And on that basis the state can, 
without relinquishing one iota of its authority to regu- 
late and control the charges made by the railroad, give 
to the latter a fair opportunity to demonstrae its needs 
and, on satisfactory evidence, meet these necessities, 
even if an advance in rates is involved. The question 
whether the old rates or the present rates are reason- 
able has not been reached yet. But the railroad cor- 
poration, having purged itself of defiance of the law, 
asks for a fair hearing on that quetsion, and is entitled 
to a favorable response from the state. This much 
can be predicted, that if the future policy of the Boston 
& Maine in New Hampshire is sincerely consistent with 
its present apparent attitude, and there is reciprocal 
fairness on the part of the state and of public opinion, 
the railroad scandals of New Hampshire will be a thing 
of the past. The letter of President Mellen at least 
justifies a hope for better things than the past has 
furnised. Thanks for which may be awarded, as one 
deems wise, o the advent of the New Haven president 
in control of the Boston & Maine and to the “progress- 
ive” movement in the state which has demonstrated 
to all except the wilfully blind the impossibility of a 
continuance of the old policy.—Boston (Mass.) Herald. 


* * * 


The west does not follow the east in any servile 
fashion. Nevertheless, its influence is stronger than 
westerners like to acknowledge, being in political mat- 
ters what the feeling of the whole country used to be 
toward England in literary matters in the days when 
Dickens, Thackeray and Tennyson made splendid the 
Victorian era. 

In recent years the east has produced no political 
leaders like Tilden was as to patriotism and James G. 
Blaine as to magnetism, although Roosevelt runs the 
Plumed Knight close for the record for personal popular- 
ity. But the molding power of eastern opinion in the 
west has been independent of the fame or worth of 
political leaders in either party. It is founded on the 
respect of the Anglo-Saxon race for its forbears. The 
east settled the west; therefore, in spite of western in- 
dependence, which is strong, and references to the effete 
east, which are often made on the Pacific side of the 
Alleghenies, somehow what the east thinks in matters 
political has always been to a certain extent associated 
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in western minds with the sacredness of the Pilgrim 
fathers. 

In this way it has been possible for the republican 
party to carry the elections since 1896. But, happily, 
there promises to be a change. The east is becoming 
democratic. The east has always thought much of re. 
spectability, and the democratic party, which sneering 
republican snobs used to refer to as “the great un- 
washed” because it attracted voters of the poorer sort, 
is now led by aristocrats like John A. Dix in New York 
and educators of distinction like Woodrow Wilson. 

This is noted in Massachusetts by the Springfield 
Republican, which says: “Here in the east the demo- 
cratic party has undoubtedly suffered in the past fifteen 
years on account of the hostility exhibited toward it by 
the leaders of education and the exponents of culture. 
The fact that in all three of the Bryan campaigns, for 
example, our eastern college presidents lined up almost 
solidly against the democratic party had a chilling ef.- 
fect. * * * The active candidacy, on the democratic side, 
of such a man as President Wilson of Princeton Univer- 
sity, consequently, must be reckoned invaluable at this 
time in reminding young men, particularly first voters, 
that the old democracy may have a future not absolutely 
unspeakable in polite society, and that again in our most 
cultivated circles it may take on real ‘tone.’” 

Now, this rehabilitation of the democratic party in 
the east is going to help it in the west. In the south 
the democratic party needs no help. The south it still 
the solid south. The democratic party in this section 
only needs to be saved from its plutocratic hirelings who 
would give aid and comfort to the republicans whom 
they serve. But in the west the democratic party needs 
for the east to lead the way and show that republican 
insurgency is a vain hope because still republican, and 
that in the old party of Jefferson and Jackson lies the 
only hope of needed reforms, of an honest tariff, of the 
enforcement of the anti-trust law, of the dissolution 
of the partnership between the capitol and Wall street, 
of the ending of the favoritism of the interests, and of 
the establishment of government of the people, for the 
people and by the people.—Houston (Tex.) Chronicle. 


»- + * 


Much is said about the evil of money worship and 
it is an evil, says an editorial in the Delineator for No- 
vember. But there is a greater—and that greater evil is 
lack of true reverence for money. If every boy and 
every girl—especially every girl—were educated right, he 
and she would be taught to reverence money—the stored- 
up toil of human beings; the concrete symbol of brain 
and brawn expended in work. 

We go long journeys to see vast monuments of the 
past that are significant only as evidences of astounding 
human effort. Yet every one of us carries and uses more 
or less carelessly more imposing monuments of human 
effort. 

If the boy, the girl—before spending a dollar, thought, 
“This represents the sweat, perhaps the blood, of some 
or many of my fellow beings laboring hours on hours, 
I must see that it is used worthily, that I do not give it 
up for less than its full value’—if some such thought 48 
this were in his or her mind, perhaps—well, perhaps 
many things, including lower prices for food and cloth- 
ing.—Topeka (Kan.) Journal. 
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Hocking Valley Indicted 


Toledo, O., November 11.—The Hocking Valley rail- 
way has been indicted on twenty-eight counts and the 
Sunday Creek Coal company on nine by the federal 
grand jury. It is charged that the railway discriminated 
in favor of the coal company by extending it unlimited 
credit, while contemporaneously demanding cash pay- 
ment of its competitors. Violation of the commodities 
clause of the Hepburn act is also alleged. 

The railroad company is accused of owning 32,185 
of the 40,000 shares of the capital stock of the Sunday 
Creek Coal company. Likewise, it is charged with haul- 
ing coal for this company and accepting notes in lieu 
of cash for its service. It is alleged that some of 
these have been running since 1903, and that the ,rail- 
road has made no efforts to collect them. It was 
charged that the amount due the railroads so secured 
totaled $2,445,000. When the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission began to take a lively interest in the matter, it 
is claimed the road exchanged the notes for unsecured 
5 per cent bonds. This transaction, which is said to 
have taken place April 1 last, inasmuch as the bonds 
have no underlying securities, is, it is averred, merely 
shifting the debt from one pocket of the coal company’s 
to another. 

It is maintained that the troubles of these two 
concerns began in 1903. At that time it is understood 
the Hocking Valley secured a controlling interest in 
the fuel company. A reorganization of the Sunday Creek 
company with a $4,000,000 capital burdened the property 
so heavily that it is alleged that for several years it 
was unable to meet its fixed charges. It is said that 
the railroad company, in order to meet this deficit, ac- 
cepted notes in payment of freight and discounted them. 
It is averred that these unpaid freight bills gave the 
coal company its working capital and placed its com- 
petitors at a serious disadvantage. 

Other coal] operators, it is maintained, were forced 
to make monthly settlements of their freight bills and, 
in some instances, it is said that Hocking Valley de- 
manded that even this concession be guaranteed by 
bends to secure prompt payment. On the other hand, 
the government claims the Sunday Creek company did 
not pay any freight bills to the Hocking Valley for 
about seven years. The question is raised: Was this 
unlimited extension of credit to one concern a departure 
from the tariff rates of the company? 

It is claimed that when the commodities clause 
went into effect, instead of disposing of its interest 





Continental Bolt & Iron Works 


UNION AND 22D STREETS CHICAGO, ILL. 
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in the coal company, the railway deposited with the 
Central Trust company of New York, as trustee, the 
stocked owned by it in the Sunday Creek corporation. 
This, it is alleged, did not constitute a valid divorce 
of interests. 

It is understood that the government will endeavor 
to push the case for an early trial. 


MR. SHIPPER 


If you want an ex- 
pert Traffic Man, one 
who can make his 
work pay his way, 


Address TRAFFIC MAN 


Care Traffic Service Bureau 





THE COMMERCE ACT, as Amended 


We Still Have It—Printed on good paper, 

regular tariff size—With Marginal Ref- 

erences and Index. 

SINGLE COPIES TWENTY-FIVE CENTS 
Quantity price on application 


The Traffic Service Bureau 
126 Market Street, Chicago, Ill. 





DO YOU PAY DEMURRAGE? 


To get refunds under the new uniform code you must 
know how to compile itemized statements showing WHY 
under the tariff refund is due. 

If yu do NOT KNOW HOW, let me show you, free 
of charge. 

Geo. W. Jackson, Perth Amboy, N. J. 
Auditor and Adjuster of Railroad Accounts. 
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Directory of Transfer Agents, 
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Warehousemen, 


CATHCART TRANSFER 
& STORAGE CO. 


ATLANTA, GA. 








BALTIMORE TRANS- 


FER CO. 
Light & Lombard Sts. 
BALTIMORE, MD. 








GREANEY BROS. 
88 N. sth St. 


BROOKLYN, N. Y. 
ERLANG 2 EIR 





J. C. BUCKLES TRANS. 
co. 





217-219 W. 2d St. 
CINCINNATI, OHIO 








CLEVELAND STORAGE 
co. 


CLEVELAND, 


OHIO 








BUCKEYE TRANSFER & 
STORAGE CO. 
COLUMBUS, OHIO 












THE BENEDICT WARE- 
HOUSE & TRANS. CO. 
15th and Welton Sts. 
DENVER, 


COLO. 








DENVER TRANSIT & 
WAREHOUSE CO. 


DENVER, COLO. 


E. 8S. BELDEN & SONS 
HARTFORD, CONN. 





UNION TRANSFER & 





| 





| ADAMS TRANSFER & | 
| STORAGE CO. 
228 W. 4th St. 


KANSAS CITY, 
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Freight Forwarders, 
Custom House Brokers, etc. 


OMAHA VAN & STOR- 
AGE Co. 


OMAHA, 


STORAGE CO. 


INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 












DODD & CHILDS EX- 
PRESS CO. 
2 Exchange Place 
JERSEY CITY, N. J. 


PHILADELPHIA WARE- 
HOUSE CO. 


PHILADELPHIA, 


PA. 








O. E. JONES 
PROVIDENCE, 


MO. R. IL. 








PROVIDENCE WARE- 
HOUSE CO. 
PROVIDENCE, R. L 
OEE I 


rc 


| BOWMAN TRANSFER §. 


CALIFORNIA WARE- 
HOUSE CO. 


LOS ANGELES, 





CAL. 


| 





COMMERCIAL WARE- 








& W. CO. 
HOUSE CO. 708 E. Main St. 
LOS ANGELES, CAL. RICHMOND, VA. 











PATTERSON TRANS- BROWN TRANS. & 





STORAGE CO. 
— goo S. 6th St. 
| MEMPHIS, TENN. ST. JOSEPH, MO. 











SEATTLE TRANSFER 


F. A. WALSH & CO. CoO. 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


SEATTLE, 


WASH. 











GEORGIA LIGHTERAGE 
& TRANSFER CO. 


SAVANNAH, GA. 


MINN. TRANS. & STOR- 
AGE CO. 


122 S. sth St. 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 











AMERICAN STORAGE & 
MOVING CO. 


THE PECK & BISHOP 
co. 


NEW HAVEN, CONN. ST. LOUIS, MO. 











HARRISBURG TRANS- 
FER CO. 


Pennsylvania Depot 
HARRISBURG, PA. 


THE TOLEDO WARE- 
HOUSE CO. 
1309-19 Lagrange Street. 


WARWICK - THOMSON 
co 


654-660 West 34th St 
NEW YORK 


TOLEDO, OHIO 















BINGHAM 
MERCH. 
PANY. 
wardin 


BUFFALC 


BUFFAI 
co., 3 
faciliti 

ferring 

phone 


CHICAGO 














i 


.GE 





GA. 








BINGHAMTON, N. Y. 


MERCHANTS’ WAREHOUSE COM- 
PANY. Storage, transfer and for- 
warding. The Quackenbush Company. 





BUFFALO, N. Y. 


BUFFALO STORAGE & CARTING 
“Unsurpassed 


facilities” for storin 
ferring and forw: 
phone No. 683 


ing goods. 





CHICAGO, ILL. 


BELT LIND TRANSFER & STORAGE 
CO., warehouses located at 76th and 
Wailace Sts., on Belt Railway; 

4 Sherman S8t.; do a general storage 
and transfer business; issue nego- 
tlable warehouse receipts, good at any 


JUDSON FREIGHT FORWARDING 
CO., INC., 443 Marquette Bldg. on 
load distribution to all eee 2 
Chicago without teams; L. C. ge 
ments of machinery forwarded at re- 
duced rates to al, principal western 


and Pacific Coast points. 


LAND Wanenoves & TRANS- 
uw and Robey Sts. Belt 


out teams. 
lake and reshipped rail, L. C. L, at 
Chicago rates. Insurance rate, 29c. 


G. W. SHELDON & Monadnock 
Block. Import and Bee freight con- 
tractors, warehousemen and insurance 

agents; custom house brokers and 

custom house attorneys. 





DALLAS, TEX. 


W. M. Ewa. JR., 113 Austin St. 
General transf and forwarding 
agent; reshipeing: storage; ware- 
house. Carloads or less consigned to 
our care will be delivered promptly. 





DETROIT, MICH. 


E. FERGUSON CO., LTD., + 
Fourth St. ‘Authorized cartage 
for the MICHIGAN CHNTRAL | oy 
CO. General cartage and forwarding. 
Special attention to carload distribu- 
on. 


THE READING TRUCK CO., 6th and 

Congress Sts. Au thorized 
agents for the Wabash and Canadian 
Pacific railways and for the Anehor 
Line steamers. Special attention given 
to distribution of carioad freight for 
es. Merchandise de- 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, 
Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, etc. 


ELMIRA, N. Y. 


ELMIRA STORAGE & SUPPLY CO. 
Genera] storage, transferring and for- 
warding. Warehouses ible to 
all railroads. Prompt service. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 


K. & ms > “wan Co., Ninth and 
Santa Fe 

Track at. with all roads en- 
tering city. 

wo stored, distributed and re- 


qiall saneiite,, cath civ 6, tae. 
Low insurance, prompt, sa’ 


ge 5 
Bonded in aceordance with state laws. 


LOS ANGELES, CAL. 


8. Baggage and freight 
distribution; consignments and car- 
loads our specialty. Mstablished 1886. 


Wholesale distributors and manufac- 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 


COMPANY, INC. us. a and —— 
freight contractors, transf ones er and re- 
shipping agents, custom house brok- 
ers. Bonded and free warehouses. 





ST, LOUIS, MO. 


yy ey 
and gen 
ties. Cars promptly handled. Custom 
house entries attended to. Insurance 
18c. Track connections. 


BONDED BEXPRBESS e TRANSFER 
CO. Distributors of bulk shipments, 
ne or less. Consignments so- 
cit 


SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 


A. STIEFEL PIONEER TRANSFER. 
615 Tribune Bldg. General transfer 
and distributing “4 Carload dis- 
tribution our s Reliable and 


prompt, Eatabiehed. "972. 


SCRANTON, PA. 


CHANTY WAREHOUSE co. 
Commercial pe ornes, mane © and for- 
warding; railroad sidings. Quack - 
enbush Co., proprietors. 





SAVANNAH, GA. 


SAVANNAH WAREHOUSING co. 
Wholesale distributors and manufac- 
turers’ agents. Modern briek ware- 
house and unexcelled a 
facilities. We make a specialty 
representing manufacturers —— A: 
g0ods at Savannah for su 
southern trade. Prompt attention 
given carload shipments for distribu- 
tion. Drayage. 





WILKESBARRE, PA. 


= a Pa at co. 
Orage, transfer and forwarding. 
The Quackenbush Co. 





The Legal End 





UST in the same manner in 
which The Traffic Service 
Bureau has made a reputation 
for furnishing technical data 
on traffic matters, so is it now 
prepared to assist patrons im 
handling the legal phases of 
their shipping business. 


HE Traffic Service Bureau 

is able to offer you the 
services of its legal depart- 
ment, under the personal 
direction of our General 
Counsel. Wecan act either 
as consulting attorney or as 
attorney of record; we will 
handle your case from start te 
finish, or assist in the prepara- 
tion of such legal data as your 
own personal counsel may not 
have at hand. 


As in all other departments, 
your wants are our only 
limitations. 








The Traffic Service Burean 


603-5 Westory Building, Washington, D.C. 
' Lega: Department 
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UNDERWOOD 


STANDARD 
TYPEWRITER 


The Standard of typewriter manufacture, 
typewriter selling and typewriter work 
has been elevated by the advent and 
development of the UNDERWOOD 


‘“‘The Machine You Will Eventually Buy’’ 


UNDERWOOD TYPEWRITER COMPANY 


(Incorporated) 
Chicago Branch: 135 Wabash Avenue 


Washington Brought to Your Door 


That’s what our special service means to you. 


It means that we bring the vast official data on traffic 
matters to your desk. 


The files of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
the only complete record of interstate freight rates 


in the world, are made as accessible to you as if they 
were in your own Office. 


Our trained investigators, men thoroughly schooled in rate 


questions, are at your command at any time you want prompt, 
accurate information upon traffic matters. 


Your wants are our only limitations. 


The cost of this service? Small. You pay only for the time 
actually spent by our men in your service. 


The Traffic Service Bureau 


603-4-5 WESTORY BLDG., WASHINGTON, D.'C. 126 MARKET STREET, CHICAGO ILL. 





